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on the month’s new 


The Pound 


Things, at the highest level of world 
politics and finance, are these days very 
seldom what they seem, and this certainly 
may be said of the present downward flight 
of the Pound on the international money 
market. The orthodox view of the falling 
Pound is that it is the product simply of 
natural market forces, whereas it is in fact 
almost certainly nothing of the kind; when 
a frenzied selling movement on any curr- 
ency is started it is started invariably by 
people who know exactly what they are 
doing and who have in their actions`a very 
clear policy objective. Exactly what the 
objective is in this case it is perhaps early 
to say with certainty but we would hazard 
a guess that it is not unconnected with the 
drive to gain support among Britain’s rulers 
for the idea of a world central financial 
control, which has long been the chief aim 
of the leading international financial pow- 
ers. On the other hand we can be certain 
that the reserves of Sterling that have been 
sold will be, if they have not already been, 
bought up by someone at immense profit 
to themselves when the value of the Pound 


again rises — such are the ways ofinternat-. 


ional finance. | 
In fact the present condition of the 

Pound, far from justifying further integrat- 

ion of the international economic system, 


SPE 


‘of internationalist economics, 


| justifies the very opposite as far as Britain 


is concerned. It is the fact that we are so 
deeply enmeshed in that system that has 
both led to the fall of our national currency 
and ensured that we suffer the most direly 
from its effects. 

Apologists for the international system 
are fond of asserting how a falling Pound 
helps our balance of trade by making our 


_ Own products cheaper and therefore more 


competitive on both the home market and 
overseas markets. However, when we 
look at this closer such a benefit is illus- 
ory. Though the volume of our exports 
may go up the profits earned from each 
such export go correspondingly down, 
leaving us in the end worse off. At the 
importing end, while some foreign prod- 
ucts become less competitive in price, this 
is counterbalanced by the fact that we pay 
more for the goods we continue importing. 
Thanks to the policies of the present and 
preceding governments, great numbers of 
vital British industries that might, had they 
survived, have now been able to take ad- 
vantage of their competitors’ prices going 
up cannot do so for the simple reason that 
there is hardly anything of them left. As 
just one instance, how much are we going 
to benefit from the fact that motor cyclists 


in this country must now pay more for Jap- 


anese motorbikes? Not at all, as there is 
no British motorcycle industry worth talk- 
ing about from which a competitive prod- 
uct might be obtained. It is the same with 
photographic equipment, jumbo jets, type- 
writers, transistor radios and hundreds of 
other products right up to the Trident miss- 
ile system. Britain, thanks to the dogmas 
has now 
become hopelessly dependent on foreign 
suppliers for a huge range of goods that we 
should be perfectly capable of making in 
this country. 

By the rejection of international and 
the adoption of national policies for econ- 
omic recovery, Britain could make herself 
relatively invulnerable to such phenomena 
as the fall of the Pound on the world’s 
money exchanges, which, when all is said 
and done, should not affect one iota the 
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productive power of the British people that 
is the basis of all national economic 
health. 


‘Democracy’ at work 


Spearhead, as its readers will well 
know, does not by habit refer in the same 
reverent terms to ‘democracy’ as do most 
journals and newspapers in Britain. This 
occasionally prompts a letter from a reader 
with the question: are you actually against 
the democratic ideal? Do you then favour 
dictatorship? 

In fact there are probably no two words 
in the English language that have been 
the subjects of as much drivel as the words 
democracy” and, ‘dictatorship’. However, 
let us put such readers at rest on the mat- 
ter. | 

We are not against the democratic 
ideal as an ideal -- if by this itis meant 
that a people should, in the broader mat- 
ters, be governed in accordance with their 
consent. Our whole quarrel with the exist- _ 
ing political orthodoxy lies in the question 
of what is the best method whereby this 
aim may be achieved. It is our contention 
that the present system that passes under 
the name of ‘democracy’ has become in 
practice one of the very worst methods for 
the realisation of such an ideal and is in 
fact the very opposite in practice of what 
it is fondly believed to be by most of those 
who support it. i 

As just one small example of this, let 
us look at a recent ruling made by the 
Council of the London Borough of Brent. 
Brent councillors objected to a poster ad- 
vertising ballroom dancing sessions held 
regularly at their town hall. What was the 
nature of their objection? Why, the poster 
actually carried a picture of normal British 
men and women performing on a dance 
floor. What was wrong with this? Well 
the picture, by not. portraying any men or 
any women dancing together, was deemed 
to be ‘anti-gay’ and therefore ‘sexist’. 
Equally offensive to the councillors was the 
fact that neither did it show any Blacks and 
was therefore in addition ‘racist’. It was 
duly ordered that the poster be taken down. 

The whole affair in due course became 
a huge national joke, and no more so than 
in the Borough of Brent itself, where less 
than 1 per-cent of the local populace supp- 
orted the Council’s action. 

But this local Council is supposed to be 
representative of those very same local 
people. A majority of those people elec- 
ted it. According to the theory of ‘demo- 
cracy’, the policies of such a Council must 
reflect the will of those who vote for it and 
pay for it by their rates! 

But of course this does not happen. 

It does not happen in Brent, just as it 
does not happen in hundreds of municipal- 
ities up and down the country. Neither 
does it happen at the level of national 
government. The policies carried out by 
the elected ‘representatives’ of the people 
are often wholly at odds with what the 
people actually want. 

What are we to say, on the other hand,’ 
of a national leader who governs by what 


would be termed as “dictatorial” methods 
but whose policies and actions are very 
greatly in harmony with what is desired by 
the majority of his compatriots? 

Words, you see, can be made to mean 
just about anything we want them to mean. 
And it is words today that seem to rule our 
lives. 


Appeasement never pays 
In The Sunday Times magazine of 


January 13th there was a large feature on 
ETA, the Basque separatist terrorist group 
in Spain. The feature was interesting as it 
affirmed that Spanish governments ever 
since the death of Franco had made one 
concession after another to Basque nation- 


alism without persuading ETA to modify its. 


terror campaign. According to the ST 
magazine, the separatists have seen almost 
. all their demands met. 
own parliament; the Basque language, 
outlawed under Franco, is taught in the 
region’s schools; and where the red and 
yellow Spanish national flag was once im- 
posed, the Basques’ own Ikurrina now flies. 

And yet,: says the magazine, the polit- 
ical killings have not merely continued — 
they have actuallv increased. 


“British politicians should take note of 


these facts. For the last 15 years or so they 
have conducted a continual policy of app- 
easement towards the agents of terrorism in 
Northern Ireland, making one concession 
after another to Republican demands. Yet 
the IRA and similar groups are still in the 
field, as determined as ever to carry on the 
fight. 

Recent governments in Spain seem to 
be failing to learn what British governments 
have also failed to learn: that if you make 
concessions to terrorists it is like offering 
blood to a vampire -- it only demands 
more. Whole or partial meeting of the 
political aims of the terrorist only encour- 
ages him that you have lost your nerve 
and are anxious to win his favour. In that 
event he will be induced to carry on his 
terrorist activities — for the very good 
reason that they have been proved to work. 


‘Excessive punishment 


Analmighty political row seems to have 
boiled up in Austria because a leading pol- 
itician, a government minister, met and 
welcomed home Major Walter Reder foll - 
owing the latter’s release from imprison- 
ment in Italy, where he had been jailed 
ever since the end of World War II. At the 
instigation of the Opposition Conservative 
.Party, a special sitting of Parliament was 
called to debate a motion that the minis- 
ter, .Herr Friedhelm  Frischenschlager, 
should be sacked from the Government. 

What was the crime of the man he 
welcomed home from exile? Major Reder 


was imprisoned by the Italians for having 


allegedly ordered the massacre of 600 civ- 
ilians in a village in Northern Italy in 
1944. It is of course extremely difficult, 
_when dealing with supposed atrocities in 
World War II, to sort out fact from fiction. 
However, even if it is accepted that such a 


They have their 


massacre did in this case happen, some 
consideration should be given to the circ- 
umstances. The German forces at the time 
were fighting a back-to-the-wall struggle 
on all fronts against greatly superior odds. 
They simply could not afford to lose valu- 
able men in actions brought by partisan 
groups, and severe measures had to be 
taken to discourage civilian populations 
from giving aid and succour to those part- 
isans. It was just such a measure that gave 
rise to the charges against Reder. It could 
be argued that his action, if reports of it 
are true, was excessive, but many excess- 
ive things happened in the passion and heat 
of the Second World War -- and on both 
sides. If youare a commander in battle and 
have just seen some of your comrades and 
best men butchered by francs tireurs oper- 
ating from the shadows, you are not likely 
to feel disposed to employ kid gloves in 
the process of punitive action and of prot- 
ecting other comrades from further attacks 
of a similar kind. | 

Numerous operations of cold-blooded 
ruthlessness were carried out by the Allies 
in the same war but those responsible were 
never punished in the way Reder was — for 
the very good reason that they finished up 
on the winning side. This Reder, to his 
great misfortune, failed to do. Asa result 
he forfeited his freedom for 40 years. 

Contrast the fate of Walter Reder with 
that of lan Brady and Myra Hindley, who 
partook in child murder for no other reason 
than their own self-gratification. These 


two are due to qualify for parole this year 


after serving only half the time in prison 
served by Reder. They have been regularly 
visited when inside by arch-liberal do- 
gooder Lord Longford, but the noble Lord 
seems to have brought upon himself nothing 
of the outrage directed at Minister Frisch- 
enschlager. 
It is indeed a strange world. 


Old folk freeze ' 


According to a recent official report, 
about 9,000 people, most of them old, are 
dying each year in Britain from hypother- 


One of the neglected thousands 


- religious ‘Jews’, 


mia, 
cold. 

This is quite a revelation. Britain is a 
country absolutely crawling with bleeding 
hearted do-gooders who wear the word 
“compassion” on their sleeves. It is also 
crawling with professional ‘social workers’ 
whose business it is, we are told, to look 
after the elderly and cater for their special 
needs. How is it then that with such an 
army in the field we manage to let so 
many folk die every year in this way? 

Perhaps it is because so many of our 
do-good brigade have got their priorities 
wrong. They devote an extraordinary 
amount of their time and resources caring 
about the Third World and about the rising 
wants of Britain’s black population so that, 
it seems, there is just not enough left to 
ensure that our own aged get enough 
warmth in winter. 

In the same report as that referred to it 
is said that help is available to the old folk 
in question but many of them just do not 
seek it, partly because they are not aware 
that it is there. This seems a pitiful ex- 
cuse. The same do-gooders and welfare 
workers are always running after immig- 
rants to draw their attention to welfare 
‘rights’ that they might not otherwise know 
about. Could they not devote more time 
to doing the same for Britain’s white pen- 
sioners? 

We are currently giving away about 
£1,000 a year in help to ‘underdeveloped 
countries’. For a fraction of this cost we 
could maintain the services necessary to 
ensure that no elderly Briton shivered in 
the cold season. 

It is just.a matter of getting our prior- 
ities right. 


The Falashas 


The world should not be fooled by the 
gesture of the Israeli Government in arran- 
ging the transportation to Israel of 20, 000 
hungry Ethiopians on the grounds that, as 
they are a special Israeli 
responsibility. There is in fact little like- 
lihood of these people, called the Falashas, 
staying in the ‘Holy Land’ very long, let 
alone ever being integrated into the local 
population. 

Some years ago a group of American 
Blacks applied to get into Israel on the 
grounds that they had adopted the Jewish 
religion. They were flatly turned down; as 
far as the Jews are concerned multi-racial- 
ism is an idea strictly for export. 

The probable explanation of the recent 
Israeli action is that it has been conceived 
as a propaganda exercise. Somebody may 
have whispered in the ears of the country’s 
rulers that they had to do something to off- 
set the brutally chauvinistic image that 
Israel was shaping for itself in the eyes of 


the world — hence the use of the Falashas - 


in a spectacular propaganda stunt. Did you 
notice the fawning acknowledgements in 
some of Britain's national newspapers, say- 
ing what a ies ge do ‘humane’ ae the 
Israelis are? 

We will wait to see what stay the Fal 
ashas have in Israel. 
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the illness brought on by intense 
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NO, WE ARE NOT ‘ON THE RIGHT’! 
Nationalism should not be confused with Conservatism: it is a 


revolutionary force which has nothing in common with the old creeds 
and parties, as JOHN TYNDALL explains 


ONE OF MY REGULAR CHORES is that of replying to letters from 
people who presume that in the British Nationalist movement they 
have found a refuge from the Tory Party which embraces the finer 
principles once held by that party but from which it has more latterly 
strayed. Nationalism is expected by them to be a purer form of 
Conservatism, formulated by folk who, like themselves, are funda- 
mentally Tory in outlook but who have become disgusted with the 
leftward drift in the party of that name in recent times. I have to 
explain to these people that the movement we are asking them to 
join has as little in common with the ‘Conservatism’ that they know 
as it has with the ‘Socialism’ of the political left, that it embraces a 
creed which cuts right across all the old right/left political divisions 
and which, in the context of 20th century British politics, fully 
justifies the description of ‘revolutionary’. 

In the case of those who have been Conservatives, serme-difficulty 


exists in the fact that a number of causes we embrace ourselves are, 


at least on face value, similar to the causes that have inspired them 
to vote Conservative, albeit under considerable self-delusion. I think 
it opportune therefore to highlight the very fundamental differences 
that separate us from Conservatism, and there is no better place to 
begin than in an examination of our differing attitudes to Britain’s 
economic problems. 

We share with Conservatives the conviction that most forms of 
economic enterprise function best under private ownership and with 
the incentive of profit. But this very superficial resemblance in 
outlooks tends to mask sweeping dissimilarities of viewpoint over 
most of the remaining area of the economic debate. Even in the 
underlying philosophies that favour the private sector of the economy 
we are poles apart: to the Conservative , private ownership of property 
and business is a principle self- justifying i in its own right, being.linked 
with the view that such things must exist as pillars of individual 


freedom — a concept which is similarly presumed to be a self-evident - 


good and the roots of which are in fact to be found more in the, 
Whig than in the Tory tradition. The corollary of this is that, even if 
there were strong evidence that private commerce functioned less 
‘efficiently than that conducted under the ownership of the state, 
there would remain reasons for the preservation of the former which 
would be based on that principle of the sanctity of private property 
and its rights. 

We do not share this beliefin any such sanctity. The justification 
for private property and enterprise lies solely in theirsuperior utility, 
in the fact that left to the initiative of the individual with a personal 
stake in the land he occupies or the business he runs, and with the 
inducement that the harder and more capably he works the more he 
earns, those institutions will function better and in the aggregate 
produce more national wealth that will benefit all. In this spirit we 
regard private wealth as being held by its possessors and operators 
on trust from the nation, in other words they not so much “own” it 
as have a permanent leasehold on it — permanent, that is, as long as 
it is put to nationally profitable, as well as privately profitable, use. 


REGULATION IN NATIONAL INTEREST 


The latter rule means of course that the owners” (or leaseholders”) 
freedom to use their assets as they please is not unconditional; it is 
required to operate within certain bounds determined by government 
'in accordance with national requirements and interests. Here we 
encounter a very basic difference in Nationalist and Conservative 
philosophy. The latter will hold that there should be the very 
minimum interference by the state in the natural interplay of private 


economic forces, an interference which in fact only becomes justified 


when the latter transgress the law or in certain other very exceptional 
contingencies of public emergency. Here again today’s Conservatives 
are borrowing from yesterday’s Liberals the principle that the 
greatest possible freedom allowed to private economic forces to 
operate within the natural laws of the market will ultimately result 
in the greatest good for all, the basis for this belief being that natural 
market laws determine that only the most profitable will survive and 
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Above: The City. Under Conservatism it is the master of the 
economy, not the servant. 


that the aggregate of profitability of all enterprises in the economy is 
synonymous with the national profitability from which every 
member of the nation will gain. 

We oppose this supposition on grounds both of theory and of 
the practical results it has brought to the British people. On the 
theoretical level it might stand a chance of working if the world was 
one single community without national divisions and competing 
national interests, and if the peoples of that world were more or less 
similar in type: in economic capacities and in their needs as regards 
living standards. Because none of these utopian conditions exists — 
or in our submission ever will exist — the theory falls flat on its face. 
Natural market laws determine that if a businessman can earn greater 
profit by investing his capital overseas in a factory operated by low- 
paid coolie labour and then export his product to his home country 
to the detriment of producers in that country and of his fellow 
countrymen who will thus be undercut and forced into unemploy- 
ment, that is in fact what he will do. Similarly, if distributors of goods 
in the home country find that they can obtain those goods more 
cheaply from manufacturers abroad and then sell those goods at 
home at prices that will compete favourably with the prices charged 
on the products of home producers, that is in fact what they will do. 

The Conservative will seek to justify this procedure by saying 
that there is a gain in this country: firstly in cheaper prices to the 
consumer and secondly in the fact that home industries, under the 
stimulus of such foreign competition, will reorganise themselves to 
become more competitive and will bounce back to recover the 
business that they have lost. 

But how has this policy withstood the test of practical results? 
It has been the policy adopted by the present Government since it 
came to power in 1979 and it has been an almost unmitigated disaster. 
It has resulted in the ruin of huge sections of British industry and the 
throwing of nearly 3% million on the dole — a benefit which the 
nation as a whole has to pay and which must offset any profits made 
in other sectors. True, goods are available in the shops at cheaper 
prices — for those in work and able to afford them; but 3% million 
are not in work and their ability to afford anything but the barest 
necessities is drastically reduced. In terms of overall national benefit 
there is a decided loss. 

And what of the adjustment of British industry to become more 
competitive? In a very few sectors this has occurred over the past 


«few years and these sectors have been held up by the Government as 
examples of the effectiveness of its policies. But far more sectors of 


industry have failed to compete and have gone out of business. In 
those sectors where preater competitiveness has been achieved, it has 


Contd. on next page 


been achieved by throwing many thousands out of work and in 
many cases is due to causes that do not necessarily have anything to 
do with the stimulus from foreign competition. For instance, in 
British Leyland, an industry in which the state has the controlling 
share, better levels of output were achieved by a managerial shake-up 
initiated by government and which could and should equally well 
have been carried out regardless of the effects of foreign competition. 
In fact the loss of business in the home market due to this competition 
simply reduces the resources of the industries affected and thus their 
ability to carry out the schemes of improvement that are necessary 
to make them competitive. In the case of British Leyland the 
resources in question were made available only by massive doses of 
aid by courtesy of the taxpayer. 


E AILURE OF TORY ECONOMIC POLICIES 


Whether we look at matters in the narrow context of the last 6 
years of Tory government or in the much wider context of the last 
100 years of the evolution of British industry, during which time the 
‘free market’ theories have mostly prevailed to one degree or another, 
the result is the same: British industry has lost much more than it 
has gained, and has sunk from a previously pre-eminent level among 


the industries of the world to a level very much now in the second . 


division. 

We believe that this evidence overwhelmingly vindicates our 
contention, as Nationalists, that the benefits accruing from private 
ownership and control of wealth can only be realised when that 
ownership is subject to certain firm conditions and when that control 
is limited and operates within certain guidelines laid down by 
government forthe national good. We believe, in other words, that 
private forces in the economy should be the servants of national 
policy and not its masters. This is in harmony with our belief that 
the sovereignty of the nation, as exercised through its government, 


must ultimately have priority over the sovereignty of individual- 


owners of property or business. Tory philosophy finds it impossible 
to accept this. | 

We would introduce national controls over trade, over invest- 
ment, over the working of monetary forces, over the use of private 
property and land and numerous other economic forces now in 
private hands which would be directed at the overall national good, 
the most important aspect of which would be the survival and 


prosperity of British manufacturing industry and agriculture, without 


which no other survival or prosperity are ultimately possible. These 
controls would not, as some Tories would claim, amount to ‘Socialism’, 
for they would in the most part leave private ownership unimpaired 
and would allow the dynamics of private profit incentive ‘still to 
operate; neither, on the other hand, could they justifiably be referred 
to as ‘Capitalism’, for that term originated in the concept in which 
private capital was the unrestrained overlord of the economy and 
allowed -to do virtually as its owners liked, irrespective of the general 
and national harm that this might cause. We have, in effect, gone far 
beyond Capitalism and Socialism to a new concept which would best 
be described as Economic Nationalism. 

While we are dealing with mass unemployment as an effect of 
Tory policy, a further word ought to be said about that pnenomenon 
itself, for here again we see a massive gulf between Tory and Nation- 
alist philosophies. . 

Tories of course would prefer to have unemployment at a lower 


level than it is, for the obvious reason that high unemployment loses . 


votes. But penetrate behind the lip service paid by Tories to the idea 
of getting more people back to work and you will find an inner 
mentality that is strangely indifferent to the tragedy of the jobless 
and which indeed regards it with a shrug of the shoulder as being 
almost part of natural economic law. The Tory, you see, is something 
of an economic Darwinist: to his way of thinking the idea that the 
fittest should survive and the weak go to the wall — a perfectly 
rational idea when applied in certain other spheres — is a sound basis 
on which to dispense economic justice. According to the Tory mind, 
when great numbers of men in an industry are put out of work (due 


either to competition or automation) the more energetic, enterprising - 


and go-ahead among them will somehow find other work, whether 
by moving to another part of the country, starting their own business 
or some other device, while those who fail to find other work by 
these means are assumed to be lazy and lacking in initiative and thus 
among the less fit who, by natural economic justice, should go to the 
bottom of the pile. / 


. Such a proposition is of course quite preposterous when one . 
recognises the sheer scale of the run-down of British industries that ` 


has recently occurred. There simply is not the scope or the possibility . 
for any more than a tiny number of those thereby affected to find 
alternative work by the methods prescribed. When whole towns and : 
cities have been built up on the basis of one or two major local 
industries and those industries are then allowed to go to ruin, 
throwing tens of thousands of folk out of their jobs there just is no 
way that the majority of them can be re-employed in other work 
except over a very long period of time. 

But here we encounter a Tory mental block. The Tory repudiates - 
the very idea of the right to work; to him the opportunity for 
employment is something that people simply have if they are lucky 
— if they are not, then too bad! Rejecting the right to work of the 
ordinary citizen, the Tory rejects its concomitant: the duty of the 
nation to provide work for those who want it. Why, the Tory will 
ask, should there be such a duty? For the very practical reason, we 
Nationalists will reply, that if there is no such duty the nation will 
soon find itself in all sorts of trouble: its manpower will go to waste, 
the unemployed will be a massive burden on those who are employed, 
mass demoralisation and alienation will set in and there will be the 
seeds of mass revolt. Not only this but there will be a huge reduction 
of purchasing power in the home market, which in due course will 
affect the industries where people still are employed, thus creating 
an unemployment spiral. To name these practical considerations is 
not to ignore the duty to provide full employment on purely moral 
grounds; it is merely to underline that, moral considerations apart, 
there is abundant reason for such a duty to exist. 


THE LAW AND ORDER ISSUE 


Proceeding from economic questions, let us now look at the 
issue of law and order, where again there might appear to be a 
similarity of outlook between Conservatives and Nationalists which, 
on deeper examination, is merely superficial. Both of us oppose 
trendy ‘liberal’ ideas about crime and punishment based on the 
theory that the first is the responsibility; not of the individual, but 
of society and must be remedied by social change, and on the conse- 
quent belief that the second must therefore be ‘corrective’ rather 
than aimed at deterrence and must of this nature be mild. Both 
Conservatives and Nationalists believe that the law should be severe 
on serious and constant offenders, although the former seem to 
honour this belief at least as much in the breach as in the observance 
— most magistrates that deliver ridiculously soft sentences to vicious. 
lawbreakers probably vote Conservative at election times, while in 


_the Conservative Party in the House of Commons sufficient members 


are against the restoration of the death penalty to ensure that with 
the present composition of the House, under whatever government, 
it will not be restored. 

But underlying Conservative attitudes on law enforcement is the 
belief that the law is an end in itself, justified in its observance 
simply because it is the law and unjustified in its violation for the 
same reason. We, on the other hand, see the law as merely a means 
to an end. We see it justified so long as it exists to safeguard ‘the 
national interest (which incorporates a wide variety of needs, including 
national security, national unity, security of property and person 
and industrial and social peace). We believe the law justified also in 


so far as it maintains standards of national morals necessary to 


national health (in the widest interpretation of that phrase). 

We recognise, however, that ultimately what is “the law” and 
what is ‘justice’ are only an expression of the will of the ruling 
power; this is generally true although it can of course happen that in 
a score of minor individual cases decisions may be made in the 
courts which can run contrary to that will. It is at least true to the 
extent that no major legislation, nor any major act of enforcement 
of such legislation as exists, can occur which does not have the seal 
of the ruling power’s approval. It is so because it has to be — no 
other situation ever existed in history, despite the fond illusions of 
democrats everywhere as to,the independent roles of legislative, 
executive and judiciary. Senior police officers and judges are state | 
appointees. Legislation is carried through by a majority in Parliament, 
which always exists by approval of ‘the system’ — or, to put it 
another way, of those who represent the real controlling forces in 
the nation and stand above Government, Parliament and party. 

Just so long as such forces, no matter how oligarchic they may 
be, control a process of law that operates generally to the national 
good, the law carries the right to be respected; when on the other 


_ hand this ceases to be so and the law becomes the instrument of 


those in no way dedicated to the national good and, in the worst 
; | Contd. overleaf 
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NO, WE ARE NOT ‘ON THE RIGHT’ 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


instances, a device for the furtherance of the cause of national 
treason, then the duty of every citizen to respect the law no longer 
applies: “law and order” are no longer necessarily a desirable state of 
affairs to be maintained. 

This is not to say that in such a situation we should all go out 
and break the law; what it does mean is that observance of the law 
becomes not a moral but a tactical question. For purely tactical 
reasons, I do not advocate that patriots in this country who are 
opposed to the treasonable policies of the Góvernment should 
attempt to sabotage those policies by illegal means (which would 
include the use of force against those responsible for such policies), 
the tactical reasons being simply that the forces of patriotism are at 
present not strong enough to get away with any such methods, aná 
also that there still do exist, no matter how limited, lawful avenues 
of activity open to us in this respect which at the present time are 
more likely to pay dividends. The Nationalist, however, does not 
close his mind to the possibility that this situation could change and 
that tactical considerations at a later phase of political devélopment 
might dictate an entirely different policy. | 

The difference between Nationalist and Tory thinking becomes 
even more pronounced when it comes to the question of what 
measures a patriotic state should take to safeguard national security 
in the hypothetical event of such a state holding power in Britain. 
To the Tory, such measures must be restricted by the bounds of the 
law of the land, while to the Nationalist they should be-determined 
by the higher law of necessity. Here we see again the gulf between 
the bourgeois mind that sees the law as an end in itself, and therefore 
self-justifying, and the revolutionary mind that sees the law as an 
instrument of state policy rooted in national need — and therefore, 
as I have said, never an end in itself but only a means. 


As just one symptom of this difference in attitudes, we may cite 


the Tory approach to the question of coloured immigrants and their 


offspring who, the Tory would claim, have an automatic right to reside | 


in Britain where such a right was granted under certain laws existing 
at the time, and because those people possess a legal document” 
(such as a British passport) confirming that right. To the Nationalist 
here is a situation where the needs of the British nation, present and 
future, require that the priority of “law” be suspended in favour ofa 
higher priority, which is nothing less than that of national survival. 
Again, to repeat in a different way what we indicated earlier, the law 
exists to serve the nation; the nation does not exist to serve the law. 


THE CULT OF SELFISHNESS 


Tories are fond of emphasising their championship of the 
individual as opposed to the ‘collectivism’ of Socialism, but between 
these two concepts there is not quite the black and white choice of 
principles that Tories would have us believe. Of course we as 
Nationalists oppose any collectivism of the kind identified with 
Soviet-type societies, for that is a collectivism that crushes all 
individual identity, character and will. It is, however, possible to 
make a case for a synthesis of what is best in both the individualist 
and collectivist impulses. To the extent that nations must in certain 
circumstances act together to survive, such as in war or in some 
extreme form of national crisis, and that there must at all times be 
an element of community and team spirit binding the members of a 
nation while placing some curbs on their pursuit of individual self- 
interest, that concept must be acknowledged as to some degree 
‘collectivist’. In fact the total rejection of any collectivist duty or 
action has as its logical outcome the breakdown of all social order 
entirely and the atomisation of society into millions of totally 
Sovereign individuals each acknowledging no duty to anyone or 
anything but himself. 

Counterbalancing this, the Nationalist realises at the same time 
the value of the individual in respect of his particular talent, his 
initiative and his will to act on his own account in pursuit of bener1ts 
to himself and his family — and, in just a few cases, in respect of his 
special genius as a creator and achiever. This value cannot be neglected 
in Western races, where it is especially evident. 

- . In Communism there is the taking of things to one extreme: the 
excessive suppression of this individual factor in favour of the 
collective will; but in Conservatism and Liberalism (in this context 
synonymous creeds) there is the taking of things to the opposite, 
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and equally harmful, extreme: the repudiation of any collective 
interest and the allowing of individual rights to run riot. In Nationalism 
there is the happy medium and there is synthesis: the harmonisation 
of individual talents and energy with the good of the team. 

As far as individual rights are concerned, the Nationalist does 
not recognise these as God-given or ‘inalienable’; it is simply sensible 
to grant rights to men to the extent needed to allow them to fulfil 
their best individual potentialities, and in accordance with the degree 
to which those rights are earned. | 

Mention has been- made of patriotism, and this is not yet a dirty 
word in the vocabulary of the Conservative; quite the contrary, it 
forms an important part of Tory rhetoric, and this is one more 
aspect in which, on superficial examination, Tories might seem to 
have something in common with Nationalists. Are we not, some will 
ask, simply patriots just as Tories are, except to a greater extreme 
than they? 

In fact the difference between our patriotism and that of the 
Tories — in as much as the latter is genuine — lies not in extremities 
but in the question of what we are patriotic to. And indeed in this 
respect the difference is vast. 

Tory patriotism is essentially a devotion to certain well established 
British institutions, to a way of life, to certain traditions and customs 
designated as ‘British’. In the Tory view, these are the things we have 
laboured for centuries to build and the things we have fought our 
wars to defend. On many a war memorial up and down the country 
the influence of Tory thinking can be seen in the inscriptions dedicated 
to the dead. According to those inscriptions, our servicemen gave 
their lives for the cause of “freedom” — not for their country, mark 
you, not for their people or race, but for freedom”, whatever that is. 
Thus does this abstraction of “freedom” form a vital prop of the 
Conservative’s concept of patriotism. It is a patriotism in effect, not 
to Britain itself, but to specific concepts that Britain is supposed to 
represent. 


THE COLOURED INVADERS 
According to Conservatives they are ‘British’ 


To the Tory mind, any Hebrew, Oriental or Hottentot who 
cares to come and settle in Britain and at least pay lip service to 
these concepts of what is ‘British’ is entitled to be considered part of 
that entity to which we should be ‘patriotic’ and to share in that 


- ‘patriotism’ along with the rest of us. 


Our conception of patriotism is wholly different. It may be 
summed up in our slogan ‘for race and nation’. We are first and fore- 
most patriotic to the British people as an ethnic entity, and all else 
that might qualify to be an object of our patriotism is a product of 
that ethnic inheritance. We are not patriotic to specific political or 
social institutions, nor are we patriotic to abstract terms like ‘freedom’, 
which may mean something good or bad according to what people 
are free to do. We are not patriotic to Parliament. We are not patriotic 
to the British Constitution. We are not even patriotic to the Monarch 
— as such. We support the institution of Monarchy in Britain but as a 
means to an end, as an instrument of national policy. It is not, to us,. 
an institution demanding automatic and unconditional loyalty; it is 


entitled to loyalty to the extent that it identifies itself with the 


cause of our race — in present times no such identification is very 
discernable. The one entity that warrants our unconditional allegiance 
is the British Nation, and the British Nation is nothing if it is not 
compounded of English, Scots, Welsh and Irish stocks — together 
with such other European stocks as can be blended with us without 
alteration of our basic national character. ds 

We are patriotic.to the land of Britain as a secondary loyalty to 
that binding us to our race. We are patriotic to our country to the 
extent that the occupying race has made it what it is. We are equally 
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patriotic, however, to other territories elsewhere in the world where 
the British Race is the controlling element. 

Perhaps even more fundamentally, we regard the sentiment of 
patriotism as inconceivable except in the context of a national view 
of the world, a view, that is, which accepts the division of mankind 
into separate and sovereign nations as a natural, desirable and 
permanent scheme of things. To us, patriotism and internationalism 
are two entirely irreconcilable concepts, for once one starts to 
accept the idea of “one world” and all that it implies one takes away 
from under one's feet the entire basis for patriotic feeling and action. 
If there is room for any international dimension in our thinking, that 
dimension is one which embraces solely those nations which share 
with us a common racial heritage; an international view, on the other 
hand, which imposes upon us an obligation to every two-legged 
mammal on the face of the earth is one which no Briton can hold 
and at the same time lay claim to the title of ‘patriot’. 

No doubt many people in Britain who vote Conservative at 
election time would find in this outlook little to argue about, but 
that is an indication not that Conservatism shares the same outlook 
but simply that those voters do not properly understand the Conser- 
vatism that they are voting for. Peruse any Tory Party literature of 
modern times and you will find that it is riddled with internationalist 
ideology that runs wholly contrary to principles of national sover- 
eignty, national loyalty and national identity. The party is committed 
to an integrated Europe that does not recognise ethnic boundaries, 
to the United Nations and its many internationalist offshoots, to the 
World Bank and International Monetary Fund and to the cause of 
racial equality and integration — of which its drive to assimilate 
millions of coloured immigrants into the British community is but 
one symptomatic gesture. Against: this: background its claim to bea 
party of ‘patriotism’ is but a squalid sham — at least in the terms in 
which we understand the word. | 

Political reality dictates that a Nationalist revolution in Britain 
cannot occur except with the support of great numbers of people 
who have previously been Conservatives (and equally great numbers 
who have previously been Socialists). We accept this and we welcome 
such converts to our ranks, as we must do. We must be on our guard, 
however, to ensure that they come to us on our terms and not on 
theirs, that they are absorbed into Nationalism and not we absorbed 
into Conservatism. It is important to stress this because it is my 
experience that in the past Nationalism has gained considerable 
numbers of recruits who have deserted Conservatism politically 
without having abandoned it spiritually; they have taken with them 
into the Nationalist movement certain Tory habits of thinking which 
they have not lost by changing their party and voting allegiances. 
These habits of thinking have in time become manifest in actions 
which have harmed and weakened Nationalism. 

Perhaps the worst of these is the indisposition to recognise that 
we are engaged in a revolutionary struggle, that that struggle is bound 
in the nature of things to be hard and long and that in the process of 
it we are, for a long time yet to come, fated to be “pariahs” in the 
eyes of all who represent the establishment and political orthodoxy. 
This can be extremely hurtful to the former Tory who has taken 
with him into our ranks some part of the mental baggage of his old 
party and faith. He is constantly hankering after ways and means to 
avoid the gunfire of the enemy, and he persists in the illusion that 
this is possible through cosmetic opérations aimed at refiningeour 
own “image” in the public eye — failing to see that for the most part 
this public eye gazes at us through spectacles manufactured and 
focussed by the daily press and broadcasting services and that no 
cosmetics in the world will alter this picture unless they incorporate 
an abandonment of every robust principle of the Nationalist creed. 


POLITICS OF EXPEDIENCY 


Tories are bred in an atmosphere in which winning the next 


election is the be-all and end-all of political activity. They are 


conditioned to expect quick political success and to evaluate every- 
thing according to that criterion. When one formula fails to achieve 
that quick success, they quickly jump about looking for another. 
This makes them something of a liability in the Nationalist movement 
because it induces them to become constantly involved in internal 
warfare, turning against their fellow Nationalists in their search for 
scapegoats for the slow progress forward to which their temperaments 
are not geared. 

The same mentality induces them to seek trimmings in Nationalist 
policy. Their long conditioning in the politics of compromise does not 
always leave them easily as they cross the political threshold, anymore 


than does the effete gentility of thought and language that prevail 
wherever Conservatives meet together — a gentility that owes much 
to the predominantly bourgeois pedigree of British Conservatism. 

As one indication of this, many ‘right-wing’ Conservatives favour 
a programme of repatriation of Britain’s non-white communities but 
recoil with alarm and horror from the proposition that such a 
programme must be carried out compulsorily. Of course the alarm 
and horror are not really genuine products of the inner conscience — 
touch that conscience in private and intimate conversation and you 
will find that it is prepared to embrace all manner of radical prescript- 
tions — but stem from the ever present glance-over-the-shoulder by. 
which Tories constantly worry and fret about show other people are 
regarding them. In the Tory mind a repatriation policy that fails to 
win large numbers of votes for its advocates must have thus failed 
because it was stated too uncompromisingly and brutally. Tone it 
down, the thinking goes, and those elusive votes will come. This of 
course supposes a British electorate that thinks in the same way as 
the shapers vi the Lory conscience itself, an electorate that 1s so 
dripping with love and compassion for the immigrant population 
that it would refuse to vote for anything that might hurt them. This 
is of course pure hogwash. Voters as they go out to the polling 
stations on election day simply are not moved by such delicate 
sentiments; they go, like racing devotees, to back winners, and they 
are not yet convinced by anything that the Nationalist movement 
has so far offered in the way of a show of strength that it can be 
numbered among that élite fraternity. Seasoned Nationalists recognise 
this and concentrate their efforts on the achievement of that long- 
term objective, but Tory proselytes — poor psychologists always — 
misread the picture and imagine the big breakthrough to be possible 
through instant facelift treatment. 

None of what I have said here should be taken to mean that 
there is nothing at all that recruits from the legions of Conservatism 
can offer us. They can bring to our movement practical expertise in 
a wide variety of fields that is bound to be superior in a party with 
great resources and with a long legacy of experience in the business 
of political propaganda and organisation. Let us take what is in the 
offing in these departments and let us not be too proud to learn 
where we Stand to learn. 


FAILURE IN GOVERNMENT 


Let us, however, never forget that while Conservatism has at 
times succeeded politically it has failed nationally; while it is an 
effective player of the party political game it is a woefully ineffective 
performer as a governor of Britain. This is because its outlook and 
policies are fundamentally wrong; in the little things it has proved 
clever but in the really big things it has proved inept. 

So Nationalism must never be misunderstood as, and most 
certainly must never. be allowed to become, a kind of extreme 
Toryism — a taking up of the role of the ‘right wing’ of British 
politics which the Tory Party has abandoned. We must indeed 
repudiate the whole concept of a political spectrum divided on 
grounds of ‘right’ and ‘left’ and in its place erect a concept of 
national union based upon the principles that have formed the pillars 
of our movement from its outset. Likewise must we recognise that 
we stand to win converts from the left of politics in just as great 
numbers as from the right — and under the same condition that they 
will cross the threshold to our way of thinking and not we to theirs. 

_ Indeed we share with the left the view that government ultimately 
has the responsibility to guide and direct the economic life of the 
nation for the good of all. Our quarrel with the left lies in the 
method with which this has been done by successive Socialist 
governments in modern times. 

Likewise we share with the left the conviction that people 
should have the right to work and that government has the duty to 
ensure that work is provided. Along with the left, we regard 
unemployment as a national crime. But again we differ fundamentally 
with the left as to the means whereby full employment will be 
achieved in Britain. 

With the left, we recognise the failure of Capitalism. Unlike the 
left, we see no answer to this failure in the prescriptions of Inter- 
national Socialism. 

In Nationalism we see the only true radicalism of our time, the 
only true revolutionary creed that earns the entitlement to that 
name. But our creed is neither of the right nor the left; it represents 
a new force in British politics that utterly rejects both those worn- 
out labels which survive today only as symbols of our national 
division and impotence. 
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IN PRAISE OF CHARTERED 


COMPANIES 


NOEL A. HUNT suggests a new way to combat 
“Third World' incompetence 


A RECENT PRESS REPORT states that 
British aid to “undeveloped” countries 
amounts to one billion pounds. It is shared 
between 130 “nations”. The countries 
described as “nations” are of course merely 
ramshackle little ex-colonial slums usually 
ruled by thugs masquerading as “democrats”. 

This enormous amount has been spent 
every year for many years now. Nor is there 
any prospect that the demand for it will 
lessen. India, for instance, has been a peren- 
nial recipient ever since “independence”, yet 
is as far from being self-supporting as ever. 
Ethiopia’ at present monopolises our 
sympathies and charitable donations. Every 
single “third world” country feels free to 
shake its begging bowl under our noses, to 
complain that we do not give more, and then 
to show its gratitude for the help given by 
voting against Britain as a matter of course 
in the United Nations. This is largely our 
own fault, of course. We allow these beggars 
to claim to be “independent” instead of 
insisting that if they take our money they 
vote as we direct. In the cold, hard, cruel 
world in which most of us have to live, to be 
a debtor is to be a dependant. Things are 
apparently different in the Third World. 
There one is permitted to insult one's bene- 
factors with impunity while reproaching 
them for not being more generous. 

Yet several books have been published 
recently pointing out that on the whole 
“aid” does not help. In fact it very often 
does harm. If for years and years we and 
other countries have poured money into 
these lands and they remain international 
mendicants, then surely something must be: 
wrong. Yet it is never suggested that we 
cease to pay. 


SOCIALISTS DISLIKE FACTS 


One of the marks of the Left — and 
every government in Europe is to some 
extent infected by the sickness of socialism 
— is that socialists are unmoved by facts. In 
the normal affairs of life, if a plan does not 
work the sensible man will rethink his 
problem, check his data and then make alter- 
ations which he hopes will lead to the desired 
result. Not so the socialist. If one of his 
plans goes awry at a cost of a million pounds 
it never occurs to him to doubt his premises 
or to check his facts. He simply repeats his 
first scheme, only this time he puts in two 
. million, and.so on indefinitely. 

“Aid to undeveloped countries” is a case 
in point. For years this country has paid out 


millions of pounds which it could ill afford.. 


Yet the recipients are no better off. We never 
seem to ask ourselves why this should be so: 
we-simply increase the amount paid. 

Much of the trouble seems to stem from 
our habit of telling each other fairy tales, 
such as that all men are equal. This would 
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THE THIRD WORLD WITH THEIR BEGGING BOWLS 
It is time their countries’ economies were set on a businesslike basis . 


A 


not matter very much if we confined our- xnot been forgotten? X 45 \b luis 


selves to telling each other lies. It is when we 
then proceed to act as if the lie were true 
that things become disastrous. In defiance of 
reason, history and common sense, not to 
mention daily experience, we insist that all 
men are equal. This palpable nonsense serves 
as an excuse for handing millions to some 
grubby little gangster masquerading as a 
“statesman” in the hope that it will help his 
country. We then expect him and his fellow 
thugs to spend it as wisely and efficiently as 
the old Indian Civil Service did in the days 
of the Empire. The results of this folly are 
plain to be seen. So is the lesson to be 
learned: it is that putting money into the 
“third world” without at the same time 
putting in Western management is simply 
to pour money down a bottomless pit. 
Gujuratis, Tamils, Amhara and Hottentots 
are no doubt splendid chaps, replete with 
excellent ideas on “democracy” and full of 
noble savagery. Unfortunately they are not 
among the great administrative peoples of the 
world. For men who can administer toWestern 
standards of efficiency and incorruptibility 
one must in general seek among Europeans. 
The idea that Zambians and Tanzanians can 
be trained to adhere to such standards is á 
figment of the liberal imagination. 

If we really wish to help the “developing 


countries” to the limited extent to which it- 


Anat a A , 
E CONO Lid f Abt 

- |t seems that the formation of Chartered 
Companies would bring several advantages. 
In the first place there would be a huge 
financial saving — about one billion pounds 
per annum. It is true that the money so 
saved would probably be spent on some other 
piece of socialist lunacy, but at least the 
money would remain in Britain. The dividends 
from the Company would be useful too. 
There would be employment for good men 
recruited here and for those engaged locally 
in the host country. Natural resources at 
present not utilised because of the idleness, 
fecklessness and incompetence of the locals 
would be put to use. The increase in the 
amount of food grown would keep alive 
people who might otherwise have starved. 
The gross national product of the host 
country would be increased and the local 
people helped to stay alive. This is, after all, 
the idea behind the payment of “aid”. 


‘AID’ DOES NOT WORK 


Perhaps the most cogent argument in 
favour of establishing Chartered Companies 
and letting them get on with the job is that 
over many years we have proved that pro-: 
viding “aid” does not solve the problem. 
Contd. on next page“ 


4 can be done then the cheapest and most 


logical way to do so would be to recolonise 
India and Africa. In a surprisingly large 
number of cases this would prove to be a 
very popular move with people now burdened 
with “freedom” and far worse off than they 
were in colonial times. But recolonisation is 
almost certainly not practical politics. Not 
that it would be in most cases either difficult 
or particularly expensive. The difficulty is 
simply that our rulers — though almost 
certainly not the people as a whole — no 
longer have the moral fibre to do it. In the 
West, as someone has remarked, we no 
longer look kindly on strong men. 

However, there is another way. It is one 
which would do infinitely more good than 
the present system of “aid”. Further, it would 
cost the tax-payer nothing. Why should we 
not profit from the lessons to be learned 
from the histories of the French, Dutch and 
British Chartered Companies trading to 
Africa and the East. They made profits for 
their shareholders and brought peace to vast 
areas where chaos and rapine had ruled. The 
Charters would have to provide that the 
object was to make a profit in a given 


country, and that shares should be available 
for purchase by the public. If necessary, and 
as an added attraction, dividends could be 
declared tax-free. All that would then be 
required would be a sufficiently tough- 
minded and ruthless chairman and board. 
Such men can still be found. 


THIRD WORLD IMPOTENT 


The objection that the “third world” 
would not allow such companies to operate 
is not valid. These countries are all in fact 
completely impotent. Further, if left to 
themselves they would starve to death. All 
that is required is to tell them so plainly and 
clearly, and then invite them either to accept 
a Chartered Company — or several of them 
— or to lose the benefit of British aid. As an 
aid to decision all aid would -have to cease 
while the black dithered, argued and delivered 
noble speeches written for him by white 
liberals. But the black man would accept: he 
is a realist, and would reflect that the white 
man has come to his senses at last. 

The history of the British, French and 


Dutch Chartered Companies shows that the 
system works. Since we have to listen to our 
politicians constasntly “deploring violence” 
it is perhaps worth recalling that during the 
Congo debacle about five hundred hastily 
recruited, partially trained, poorly armed 
white mercenaries restored order in the 
Congo in three months. A numerous and 
well-equipped rabble serving as a United 
Nations force failed ignominiously to do so. 
The howls of outrage from the spokesmen 
for “world opinion” and the keepers of “the 
conscience of mankind” over the brisk way 
in which the whites stamped out violence 


and brought order out of chaos have surely yp \ 


Everything else has been tried without, 


success.,Why should we not try chartered 
companies? All that is at risk is privately 
held capital owned by people prepared to 
risk it on the chance of dividends. What have 
we to lose? Anyone depressed by the thought 
of a world running short of Bengalis, 
Ethiopians or Pitcairn Islanders could cheer 
himself up by buying shares in a chartered 
company. Help the “under-privileged’’ and 
earn a dividend while doing so! What man of 
goodwill could ask for more? 


A TORY’S ADVOCACY OF 
‘MULTI-RACIAL EDUCATION’ 


ADRIAN LAWRENCE looks at a gem from the Conservative think-tank 


ON JANUARY 19th the Dai/y Telegraph 
carried an extraordinary article headed 
‘Schooling By Race’. The piece was penned 
by Alfred Sherman, one of the leading back- 
room theorists of modern Conservatism. 
Sherman played a dominant role in the 
growth of the Tory ‘New Right’, centered 
around think-tanks like the Centre for Policy 
Studies. The CPS was headed by Sir Keith 
Joseph and financed by industrialists like 
James Goldsmith, while the political brains 
were provided by men like Sherman, who, 
like them, is a Jew and is also a former Com- 
munist. The article ‘The Arbiters of Our 
Fate’ in the January issue of Spearhead set 
out very nicely the flexibility which the 
Jews can adopt as far as political labels are 
concerned. Indeed, look at those who 
constitute the policy think-tanks of all 


political parties, whether they be British 


Conservatives or Soviet Communists! 

Given the political importance of a man 
like Sherman, and the appearance of this 
piece in the leading Tory newspaper, one can 
assume that the views expressed can be 
taken as, at the very least, a semi-official 
expression of Tory thinking. 

So what is Alfred Sherman saying? His 
article deals with the problems of educating 
our ‘ethnic minorities’. As nationalists, the 
first thing we should notice is that Sherman 
(like all Tories) does not bring into question 
the presence here of these ethnic minorities 
or the acceptability of a multi-racial Britain. 
He takes these things for granted, hardly a 
surprise when one considers that his own 
tribe on the one hand and the Conservatives 
on the other played such a big role in bringing 
the immigrants to Britain in the first place. 
(Incidentally, nationalists should remember 
that coloured immigration continues into 


SHERMAN 
One of Thatcher’s many Jewish aides, he 
approves black presence in Britain 


this country every aay or ine year; the bala 
figures are unimportant when juxtaposed 
with the social dislocation that comes in the 
train of coloured immigration). 


DEBATE BETWEEN 
MULTI-RACIALISTS 


The debate between different branches 
of the multi-racialist movement (a trend of 
thought stretching from Marxist Left on one 
side to people like Sherman on the other) 
has been about what weight should be 


placed on teaching immigrants English. The 
left-wing extremists, who positively cannot 
wait for the destruction of their own race, 
believe not only that immigrant communities 
should be given state funds so that they may 
learn their ‘mother tongues’ here in Britain, 
but that white children unfortunate enough 
to live in the multi-racial hell-holes of our 
big cities should also learn the languages of 
our coloured brethren! Those on the right, 
who nevertheless accept the pass to which 
we have come because of mass immigration, 
believe that Blacks and Asians should learn 
English rather than the language which they 
would speak in their parents’ homelands. 
They believe that this would facilitate their 
‘integration’ into Britain. For nationalists, of 
course, these arguments are purely academic. 
An Asian is made no more of a white Euro- 
pean by being taught English. 

The interim draft of the Swann Com- 
mittee (which went into this question) 
suggested an expansion of the teaching of 
immigrant languages at the expense of the 
mainly white taxpayers. Sherman condemns 
this type of educational apartheid as < 
‘racialist categorisation’, since it would lead 
to white children and coloured children 
growing up imbued purely with their own 
cultures and languages. Setting apart the fact 
that, as a Jew, Sherman nas preserved his 
own identity through just this sort of exercise 
(albeit by a minority infinitely more power 
ful than even our cossetted coloured minor- 
ities), he believes that this would lead to a 
‘white community’ growing up alongside 
other ethnic communities, thus destroying 
the unity of something that he calls the 
‘English nation’. 

What is he really saying? He is saying 

Contd. overleaf 


Page nine 


$ 


A TORY'S ADVOCACY OF 
‘MULTI-RACIAL EDUCATION’ 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


that the ‘English nation’ would be destroyea 
if it was divided up along racial lines by the 
educational dictates of the state. His proposal 
is that if coloured parents want their children 
to learn their ‘mother tongues’ they should 
have that right. It should be a question of 
parental choice, rather than it being imposed 
upon them by the multi-racialist state. But 
Sherman knows in his heart that the ‘English 
nation’ is already being ripped apart by 
‘multi-racialism — the problem is the simple 
presence of the minorities and their repro- 
duction at an alarming rate. Sherman has no 
answer to this. What he has come up with is 
a typical wily Jewish double-take: the very 
nation that was (like all nations) built up 
upon racial homogeneity (look at Israel, 
Alfred!) is now to be tricked into accepting 
its own racial destruction. This will be done 
by satisfying the Tories’ prejudices against 


state direction of people’s affairs. So even- 


tually we will come to accept Asians and 
Blacks having their own schools and learning 
their own, languages, simply because their 
parents ‘chose’ to do so. This shows how 
feeble and irrelevant so-called ‘freedom from 
the state’ is when it comes face to face with 
problems that deal with the very existence 
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of the white race. Sherman knows this. 
Sherman says quite rightly that the 
immigrant communities maintain their links 
with their homelands. “Most members of 
immigrant communities belong to extended 
families, the majority of whose members live 


in their own homeland and with whom they 


remain identified,” he says. He believes that 
if this situation continues ‘‘they could easily 
become deracinated, belonging to neither 
the English nation nor any other.” How 
should we solve this problem? Surely it 
would be to arrange for the repatriation of 
all those people back to the homelands which 
they evidently hold so close to their hearts. 


PRETTY WORDS 


Listening to Sherman’s pretty words 
about race and nation (obviously here there 
is an element of playing up to the so-called 
‘racist right’ inside the Tory party), one 
might think that this Jew and ex-Communist 
would agree. But no; because these rootless, 
raceless people cannot be assimilated into 
Britain, the solution is not to send them 
back but to encourage them to maintain 
their own cultures here! Not because the 
wicked state demands it but because the 
parents want it! “Hence it is in Britain's 
interest no less than their own that they be 
enabled to maintain their cultural roots from 
one generation to the next,” says Sherman. 


This is, | think, the whole crux of the 
difference between the Tory and the Nation- 
alist. Even the Marxist writer David Edgar 
recognised the great difference that exists 
between Nationalists on one hand and 
supposed ‘racist’ Tories like Sherman and 
Enoch Powell on the other. In 1977 he 
wrote that, for Nationalists, “the whole 
panopoly of state repression, immigration 
restriction, and race relations legislation is 
‘not merely too ‘moderate’ or, in the case of 
the latter, a threat to ‘free speech’. It is 
irrelevant. 

While the rank and file Tory voter (or 
any other voter) may not like the idea of a 
multi-racial Britain, the fact is that his 
political leaders not only accept that situ- 
ation, but connived at it and encouraged it 
in the first place. The only role of these 
leaders now is to offer up a few homilies 
about the need for immigration control, 
while the real burden of events is that the 
White race is in imminent danger of destruc- 
tion. Clever Jewish ‘theorising’ by the likes 
of Alfred Sherman is cleverly calculated to 
gull those Whites who might come round to 
our way of thinking into believing that the 
Tories really do hold the British nation high 
in their esteem. We, on the contrary, know 
that they seek only to destroy it. 


THE FINAL RESULT 
White girl in school in Leicester 


THE SUBVERSION OF BRITAIN — 


HOW DID THEY DO IT? 


KENNETH McKILLIAM examines how the conspiratorial forces 
have captured our country 


IN HIS BOOK History of the French Revo- 
lution (1848) Louis Blanc wrote that:— 
“The project of Jean Adam Weishaupt, 
founder of the Order of the Illuminati, 
together with five Jews, Weseley, Moses 
Mendelsohn and the bankers Itzig, Fried- 
lander and Myer, was by the sole attraction 
of mystery, by the sole power of association, 
to subject to the same will, to animate with 
the same breath thousands of men in every 
country in the world . . . to make new beings 
of these men by means of slow gradual 
education, to render them, even to the point 
of frenzy or death, obedient to invisible and 
unknown chiefs: with such a legion to 
- secretly . . . surround sovereigns, unbeknown 
to direct governments, and to lead Europe to 
that point where . . . all monarchies are 
brought down, all privileges of birth declared 
unjust, the right of property abolished . . . 
such was the gigantic plan of the founders of 
Illuminism.”’ 

In the situation today, where men and 
women have been brainwashed and “re- 
educated’ by a controlled press and news 
media in order to make them subservient to 
‘unknown world chiefs’, few people think 
logically but instead are blindly content to 
follow where led. There is national inertia, 
but the masters control dissent by bully. boys 
and demonstrations. They control the courts, 
the press and the places of learning.. They 
mobilise Blacks, half-castes and brainwashed 
students to coerce the white race either to 
conform to their designs or to remain silent 
while it is being racially destroyed. 

A Zionist, Baruch Levi, wrote to Karl 
Marx (see La Revue de Paris, page 574, June 
Ist 1928):— “The Jewish people, taken 
collectively, will be its own messiah. His 
reign over the universe will be obtained by 
the unification of the other human races, the 
suppression of frontiers and the establish- 
ment of the ‘Universal Republic’. In this new 
organisation ot humanity the sons ot Israel... 
will become with its opposition the directing 
element everywhere . . . the government of 
the nations forming the universal republic 
will pass, without effort, into Israelite hands 
. . . individual ownership will be suppressed 
by the governors of the Jewish race who will 
administer in all places the public wealth.” 


COSMOPOLITAN PEOPLE 


In the Jewish World of February 9th 
1883 there appeared:— “The dispersion of 
the Jews has rendered them a cosmopolitan 
people. They are the only cosmopolitan 
people and in this capacity must act . . . as a 
. solvent of national and racial differences. 


| The great ideal of Judaism is not that the 


: Jews shall be allowed to flock together one 
: day in some hole and corner (i.e. Palestine) 
: for, if not tribal, at any rate separatist objects, 
: but that the whole world shall be imbued 
: with Jewish teachings . . . all the separate 


races and religions shall disappear . . . by their 
commanding position in every walk of life 
they are gradually moulding non-Jewish 
thought and non-Jewish systems in Jewish 
moulds.” 

The Sunday Telegraph of March 9th 
1975, reviewing the book East End Radicals 
by William Fishman quoted:— “The religion 
of the tribal communities, led by the rabbis 
and centered on the synagogues and houses 
of study, preserved islands of Jewish identity 
in a foreign sea. But the Jewish ‘Illuminati’, 
the descendants of 18th Century enlighten- 
ment, the radicals of various strains such as 
the Anarchists, Social Revolutionaries and 
Marxists, rationalists and secularists carried 
on the class war and the fight against auto- 
cracy from the heart of the East End ghetto. 
They were of the same breed as the Jewish 
idealists who helped to make the Russian 
Revolution before being devoured by Stalin.” 

Adolph Cremieux, President of L'Alli- 
ance Israelite Universelle wrote in Les 
Archives, Paris, November 25th 1861:— 
“Nationalities must disappear, religions must 
be suppressed; but Israel must not disappear 
for this little people are the chosen of God.” 

Now Arthur Koestler has shown in his 
book The Thirteenth Tribe and Benjamin 
Freedman in Facts are Facts that 88 per-cent 
of those calling themselves Jews today are of 
Mongol-Turkish extraction and are not 
Israelites nor Semites. 


ROLE OF JEWS 


- From the quotations printed above we 
may déduce that:— 
1. Jews are an international race — a race 
living within all nations but retaining their 
own. national identity and racial cohesion. 
Their national anthem is the Internationale 
and their sign the clenched fist, first used by 
the Jews in the Persian Empire as an act of 
defiance. The Zionist Sunday Chronicle, 
Manchester, 26th September 1915, printed: — 
“We are, whether born or nationalised here, 
not really British at all; we are national Jews 
. . . Jews by race and by faith ... not 
Englishmen.” 
2. The leaders of Jewry intend to break 
down the ethnic, national, cultural and 
religious and social cohesion of all the races 
amongst whom the Jews live and substitute 
their own synthetic social, cultural and 
religious and political system. Marcus Eli 
Ravage, a Khazar Jew from Roumania, 
wrote in The Century Magazine, January 
1928:— “You have not begun to appreciate 
the depth of our guilt. We are intruders, we 
are subverters, we have taken your natural 
world, your ideals, your destiny and played 
havoc with them. We have been at the 
bottom not merely of the latest Great War 
(1914 - 1918) but of nearly all your wars, 
and not only of the Russian Revolution but 
of every other revolution in your history. We 


have brought discord and confusion and 
frustration into your personal and public 
life; we are still doing it.” 

3. The leaders of Jewry intend to be the 
world rulers of the future. 

4. The leaders of Jewry have no intention 
at all of settling in Palestine (the Israeli 
State) but of establishing there a centre for 
their world government. 

5. The leaders of Jewry themselves will be 
the new world messiah. Kauffman Koehler 
wrote in Systematic Theology of Judaism:— 
“The title Messiah is henceforth conferred 


MARX 
Commissioned by Illuminati 


on the people of Israel itself. In the end 
Israel, the suffering Messiah, will become the 
people’s Messiah, victorious and crowned.” 
(See the Protocols of the Learned Elders of 
Zion, numbers III & XVII): Dr. Josepf 
Klausner wrote in The Messianic Idea in 
Israel (MacMillan Publishing Company, New 
York, 1955):— “Thus the whole people 
Israel in the form of the elect of the nations 
gradually became the Messiah of the world, 
the redeemer of mankind.” 


FOUNDING OF THE ILLUMINATI 


In 1775 Adam Weishaupt, a protessor ot 
Canon Law at Ingoldstadt University, estab- 
lished the secret society, the Illuminati, the 
‘enlightened ones’, to destroy western Chris- 
tendom. He was financed by international 
Jewish bankers, notably Meyer Amschel, the 
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THE SUBVERSION OF BRITAIN 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


founder of the Rothschilds. In his book The 
Code of the Illuminati based on the Baby- 
lonian Talmud, Weishaupt advocated that 
the governments of Europe and their religion 
and culture should be destroyed, that the 
ownership of everything should be taken 
over by the state as a great trust in the name 
of the people and the people should own 
nothing; the state would then wither away, 
men and women should hold each other in 
common and marriage would be done away 
with; the great trust would be controlled by 
the Jews who would own everything under 
the term of deception called ‘Socialism’. 

The League of the Twelve Just Men of 
the Illuminati commissioned Karl Marx 


(Moses Mordecai) to write the Communist — 


Manifesto, which was based on the writings 
of Weishaupt and the Babylonian Talmud. 
This in turn supplied the material for the 
Protocols of the Learned Elders of Zion, 
compiled by Ascher Ginsberg or Ahad 
Ha’am, the prophet of Zionism, for the first 
Zionist conference held at Basle in 1897. 
Protocol No. 2 states among other 
things:— “Do not suppose for one moment 
that these are empty words; think carefully 
of the success we arranged for Darwinism 
(Evolution), Marxism (Communism), Nietsz- 
cheism (Socialism). To us Jews, at any rate, 
it should be plain to see what a disintegrating 
importance these directives have had upon 
the minds of the Goyim.” Charles Darwin 
wrote his work The Origin of the Species; a 
mysterious New York business bought up the 
first edition as a publicity stunt. This book is 
the basis of the Theory of Evolution. Marx 
asked Charles Darwin to write a preface for 
his book Das Kapital. Another Jewish writer 
upon whose works modern Communism and 
Socialism is based is Sigmund Freud who 


taught that everything is based on sex. This 


teaching divorces the natural instinct from 
the larger emotion dealing with the creation 
of the family and the care and concern for 
the mate and the offspring. It makes it an 
excuse for self-indulgence. Marx was financed 
by Friedrich Engels, a money-making indus- 
trial taskmaster who got rich with the sweat 
of his labourers. The Jewish-controlled 
television screen will only propagate the 
Theory of Evolution and will not allow any 
time for a discussion on Creationism. Like- 
wise in carrying out the objectives of the 
Illuminati, they glorify sex and race-mixing. 


ORIGINS OF E.E.C. AND U.N.O. 


Through the endeavours of Marx and 
Engels the first International Association of 
Workers was established at a meeting in St. 
James’ Hall, London, on September 28th 
1864 to introduce Communism to the 
workingmen. In 1865 a meeting was held in 
Paris at which the Common Market and a 
United Nations were discussed. A member of 
the Illuminati, Anarcharsis Clootz, advocated 
the United States of Europe in his book La 
Republique Universelle in 1793. | 

The Communist conspiracy penetrated a 
literacy society established by two Americans, 
Tom Davidson and Edward Lease, to study 
Spiritualism. This society accepted the 
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KISSINGER, SEEN HERE WITH PRESIDENT NIXON 
This sinister international conspirator helped to sink White Rhodesia 


Socialist creed and in 1884 George Bernard 
Shaw, a member of the Marxist Social 
Democratic Federation, joined. 

The Fabians infiltrated other organis- 
ations and obtained positions on boards, 
especially those governing education. 1,500 
Fabians took over Britain. The reading of 
Marx, Plato, Darwin, Ingersoll and Paine 
became fashionable. While the Communists 
got to work indoctrinating the workingmen, 
the Fabians concentrated on the upper and 
middle classes. The results have been the 
traitors Philby, McLean, Burgess, Blunt and 
others. 

Books favouring patriotism, race, nation 
and national history were gradually phased 
out of. the libraries, bookshops and univer- 
sities; even patriotic boys’ papers ceased to be 
published and Communist Jewish publisher, 
Victor Gollancz, was established to print 
communist and Fabian socialist literature. 

The London School of Economics was 
founded by Sidney Webb (later Lord Pass- 
field) and his wife Beatrice, both ardent 
Fabians. In 1920 the London School of 
Economics was endowed with funds by a 
millionaire Jewish banker, Sir Ernest Cassell, 
father of the wife of Earl Mountbatten, “for 
the purpose of training the bureaucracy of 
our future Socialist state.” The first Principal 
was a Khazar Jew, Harold Lasky, a Com- 
munist revolutionary. Thousands of teachers, 
journalists, trade unionists and civil servants 
were indoctrinated with revolutionary 
Socialism, hence the addle pated Labourites 
and Liberals in charge of our town halls. The 
LSE trained Africans and Asians for the 
revolution and the destruction of the growing 
countries Britain was building up in Africa 
and Asia. Such men as Jomo Kenyatta were 
sent for further training to Moscow. This 
writer was engaged in the education and 
training of Africans for twenty years after 
the war and witnessed the destruction of all 
the work we were trying to do by the agents 
of International Communism supported in 


high places in Westminster and Whitehall. 
Have we not noticed the way Henry Kissinger, 
Lord Carrington and other oddities ganged 
together to destroy Rhodesia and hand over 
that country to Marxist Mugabe, now in the 
process of establishing a Soviet state? Karl 
Marx had stated that “Communism would 
never conquer the world before the British 
Empire was overthrown.” 


END OF PROSPERITY 


At the end ot the World War in 1918 
Great Britain was a prosperous country;people 
were fully employed; wages were good; there 
was a sound educational system and until 
May 1920 only 2.4 per-cent were unemployed. 
However, Rufus Isaacs (Lord Reading) 
entered into an agreement with the inter- 
national bankers whereby British loans for 
the war were to be paid in gold and not in the 
industrial produce of the nation. Borrowings 
at the end of the war were £2,000,000,000, 
a colossal sum in those days. Britain was 
completely at the mercy of the Khazar Jew 
bankers and financiers of New York, who 
also controlled the United States adminis- 
tration. The bankers sent Montague Norman 
to Britain as governor of the Bank of England. 
Norman brought in credit restrictions, thus 
hindering the creation of real wealth (manu- 
factured articles) and by May 1921 23 per- 
cent of the workers were unemployed. These 
conditions enabled the Fabian Socialists to 
introduce Socialism (Communism) by stealth 
to a disgruntled population. In 1919 the 


Fabian homosexuals Lytton Strachey and 


John Maynard Keynes invited Lenin, Trotsky 
and Stalin to London for a revolutionary 
conference in Islington, where now the red 
flag flies over the town hall. 

Fabian Socialists in the government and 
administration aided Khazar Jews, said to be 
fleeing from German occupied Europe, to 
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come to Britain, and what an arrogant lot 
they were! I was at university when they 
came in. Many were students; many had 


professions and others a proclivity to trade. 


Many became teachers, lecturers and instruc- 
tors in our universities, colleges and schools. 
They were well versed in Marxist-Leninism 
and in Freudian psychology, and leftist 
societies and clubs began to proliferate. 
They began the indoctrination of our sons 
and daughters. The sons and daughters of 
the latter have continued the process of our 
indoctrination. In The Daily Telegraph of 
June 4th 1984 it was stated:— “There are 
among the academics involved those who 
lost kin in the Holocaust (?) and whose 
relations were thrown out of German univer- 
sities by the Nazis before the 1939-45 war” 
(for corrupting the German youth as they 
are now doing to ours; Nazi Germany made 
a bonfire of their rubbishy uneducated 
indoctrination). They are teaching the 
corrupt theories involved in Psychology, 
Sociology, Politics, Anthropology and Gene- 
tics. Protocol 16 states:— “In order to effect 
the destruction of all collective forces except 
ours we shall emasculate the first stage of 
collectivism, the universities, by re-educating 
' them in a new direction. Their officials and 
professors will be prepared for their business 
by detailed secret programmes of action 
from which they will not with impunity 
diverge, not one iota. They will be appointed 
with special precaution, and will be so 
placed as to be wholly dependent upon the 
government. We must introduce into their 
education all those principles which have so 
brilliantly broken up their order.” 


USE OF MASS MEDIA 


Constant pressure is being kept up by 
the conspirators and their dupes through the 
mass media and the television screen to make 
us feel guilty for what we were supposed to 
have done to the negro in Africa and the 
Asian in Asia, using false reports and lying 
propaganda. It is never mentioned that the 
greater part of the slave trade from the 
African west coast was controlled by Jews 
and from the east coast by Arabs financed 
by Hindus. I refer to the programme ‘Africa’ 


by Basil Davidson. Again certain Jews are. 


attempting to make us feel guilty for not 
welcoming and integrating with the coloured 
invaders who have been crowding into our 
over-populated island home. I refer to the 
programme ‘Passage to Britain’ directed by 
David Cohen and Miriam Margolis. They also 
seem extremely interested in getting us to 
regard sex aS an amusing pastime rather than 
as the means of strengthening our family life 
and our continuance as a homogeneous 
nation. In the programme ‘Sex’ on Channel 
Four, under the control of Jeremy Isaacs, 
directed and produced by Ian Rosenbloom, 
we saw the unedifying activities of a woman 
taking pleasure in quizzing into the sex lives 
of people. . 

Watch the television screen, particularly 
Channel Four, where they regularly present 
sexual encounters and race-mixing and 
pamper our coloured invaders while vilifying 
the indigenous population. They aim to 
break down the sexual morality of our race 
so that we may be more easily assimilated 
with the Negroes and Asiatics. The Negro 


has no culture of his own and apes the white. 


FREUD 
His writings have been part of the assault on 
Western morals 


man. He is also the greatest source of illegiti- 
mate children; visit a Doctor Barnardos 
Home and you will see. The Asians have 
their own culture and resist assimilation, 
although they will use white girls for experi- 
ence. The Asian is building up colonies in 
our islands to take the advantage of our 
skills, industry and law and order. He will be 


the cause of great trouble to our children in 


the future. These peoples’ arrival here is due 
to the stupid oafs we elect to our Parliament. 

Threats of legal action are used to cower 
our people and Jewish legal firms are quick 
to bring race relations cases before our 
courts. Undisciplined mobs of Blacks and 
half-castes led by Marxists are used to 
suppress meetings or demonstrations by 
British loyalists and patriots, but Sikhs, 
Libyans, Negroes, Hindus, Pakistanis and the 
IRA are given full liberty to march through 
our streets in protest. 

We have witnessed public money being 
supplied by the British taxpayer and rate- 
payer being used to finance such daft 
schemes as “West Indian Lesbian Mothers 


KAUFMAN 
Next Labour Home Secretary 


Against The Bomb’ and the ‘Rastafarian Flea’ 
Racing Association’. | 

The Zionists of the Jewish Board of 
Deputies act as a powerful Jewish lobby and 
have ensured that Jews have been appointed 
to powerful positions in control of our 
people. Margaret Thatcher has appointed in 
her government the greatest concentration 
of Jews in our history. They hold the posts 
of Chancellor of the Exchequer, Home 
Secretary, Minister of Education, and so on. 
Jews have been appointed to controlling 
positions in the television companies. But it 
is no use looking to the Labour Party for 
salvation; for the shadow Home Secretary is 
the Jew Gerald Kaufman, and among others 
they have Ian Mikardo and Greville Janner. 
The Social Democratic Party is controlled by 
Fabian Socialists David Owen, Roy Jenkins 
and Shirley Williams. 

What has taken place in the world is 
that the power vacuum left by the collapse 
of the Western colonial powers and by the 
destruction of the monarchical dynasties, by 
‘democratic’ politics, has been filled by the 
dynasties of international banking families. 

The names of some of these banking 
families are familiar to some of us, and 
should be more so. They include Warburg, 
Lazard, Baring, Erlanger, Schroeder; 
Selingman, Speyer, Mirabaud, Mallet, Kuhn, 
Loeb, Fould — and above all, the Rocke- 
fellers and the Rothschilds. 

The latest attempt to destroy our nation. 
is the Treaty of European Unity, by which 
our monarchy will be eradicated, the names 
England, Scotland and Wales will disappear 
from the map and our related peoples, the 
Anglo-Saxons, Scots, Welsh, Irish and 
Cornish will be submerged in the morass of 
Europe. In the words of Louis Blanc, the 
Illuminati-Zionist-Marxist conspirators have ` 
made our countrymen “new beings by 
means of slow gradual education, to render 
them even to the point of frenzy or death, 
obedient to invisible and unknown chiefs.” 


BNP Recordings 


RALLY ‘82 


Speeches from the BNP national rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme 
of which was ‘Unite and fight for Britain’s 
future!” | 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker; 
Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1: Recordings of speeches from the 
Nationalist Unity rally in London on 
September Sth 1981. Hear John Tyndall, - 
Kenneth McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker. 
and others. Side 2: Talk by John Tyndall on 
“The coming British Revolution”. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS | 


Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ 
(about the world-wide: dispersal of the 
peoples of British stock); Side 2: Talk on 
‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS II 


Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for Nationalism’ 
(the internationalist argument demolished); 
Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th 
Century’ (analysis of the results of the. 
‘Second World War). - 


These 4 sets of recordings are presented in 
cassette form and are ayailable at £3.50 each 
(with 18p: postage) from: BNP Recordings, 
Box 115, Hove, E: Sussex BN3 3SB. 
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THE MOST PITIABLE CREATURE is he 
who seeks to deny his antecedents and who 
indulges in moral contortions to achieve a 
spurious social acceptability. The precept 
that “you may lie to others but you cannot 
lie to yourself” becomes, under these circum- 
stances, a psychological goad from which 
there is no escape. The Jewish composer 
Felix Mendelssohn embraced Christianity 
and adopted the name Bartholdy to obscure 
his origins, but did this make him any less a 
Jew or reduce his own awareness of his 
religious and racial origins? Peter denied 
Christ thrice, but he could not escape the 
consciousness of his act of betrayal which he 
redeemed by an act of true penitence. 
Nationalism can take many forms from 
blind Chauvinism to equally blind class 
protectionism and unless it is refined within 
the concept of a Nationalist philosophy and 
codified into a political identity it remains 
an ill-defined, unmotivated impulse, with 


tectionism as its lowest denominator. The 
world’s greatest religious and political move- 
ments may have originated from inspiration 
or as a spontaneous reaction to existing 
circumstances, but they only developed as 
the result of the work of the philosophers, 
the codifiers and the propagandists. 

How do you appraise the importance of 
Peter, Paul, Constantine the Great, St. 
Ambrose, the writers of the Scriptures, the 
definers of dactrine and their interpreters to 
the evolution of Christianity? It is arguable 
that without doctrinal development Chris- 
tianity would have remained one of many 
minor Middle Eastern religions. A primitive 
Communism was established by the Nes- 
torians and was also practised by many other 
parochial, early Christian groups following 
upon the death of Christ. It was also the 
established social organisation within many 


Christ. Egalitarian movements, with the first 
overtones of political Communism, were 
known in England from the 14th Century, 
when John Ball, Tyler, Wycliffe and Jack 
Straw inspired and led the Peasants’ Revolt 
in 1381, which resulted in many of them 
being hanged in chains. John Ball can be 
credited with being the first English exponent 
of political egalitarianism, expressing his 
beliefs in an evangelical way by travelling the 
country preaching and asking the perceptive 
question: — 


“When Adam delved and Eve span, 
Who was then the gentleman?” 


INTELLECTUALISATION 


Communism, however, remained an 
amotional pastoral pursuit until its intellec- 
tualisation by Karl Marx,in the Manuscripts 
of 1844, The Communist Manifesto of 1848 
and Das Kapital of 1867, supplemented by 
Theories of Surplus Value. The works of 
Marx and Engels defined the philasophical 
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patriotism as its highest form and class pro- - 


pastoral communities throughout the world- 
extending from before the birth of Jesus. 


A PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM 


True principles should not be obscured by propaganda surrounding 
individual acts, says STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT 
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Christianity established itself by brutal force, as in the picture above, which shows Saracen ' 
cavalry in action 


basis and the political objectives which 
spawned fhe whole plethora of left-wing 
activism. Movements need a philosophical 
definition of ideals, policies and objectives 
which seek to achieve expression through 
organisation, struggle and leadership. Nation- 
alism, no more than Communism or Chris- 
tianity, can stand as an ill-defined label, for 
it must be infused with the self-motivating 
dynamic of its spiritual philosophy and, in 
the writer's opinion, that is the philosophy 
of National Socialism, which synthesises the 
teachings of Hegel and Nietzsche supple- 
mented by the works of Houston Stewart 
Chamberlain and the writings of the leaders 
of the German National Socialist tradition. 
In recognising the contribution made to 


Nationalist thinking by the pre-war European 


Nationalist leaders, one is neither endorsing 
their policies jn toto nor providing an 
apologia for their alleged misdemeanours. It 
is also politically unrewarding to fight the 
political battles, in retrospect, of the thirties 
or to indulge in unbefitting nostalgia for 
European Nationalist regimes of the past. We 
may esteem their struggle, profit from their 
experiences and cherish what we have in 
common, but our concern is for Britain now 
and in the future and that is the cause to 


which we must address ourselves. 


National Socialism has been system- 
atically reviled by the obscene forgeries of 
the Jewish misinformation media in its 
frenetic attacks upon the Third Reich, but 
whatever the truth the relevance of the 
National Socialist philosophy stands un- 
tarnished. If one applied the same parameters 
of criticism, as applied to National Socialism, 
to the examination of the social records of 
Christianity, Communism, Judaism or any of 
the world’s major religions, would their 
achievements be any greater or their failures 
any the less? | 

The history of institutionalised Chris- 
tianity, as opposed to the teachings of Christ, 
is marked by persistent wickedness and 
wanton bloodshed, and the reigns of the 


early Christian Roman Emperors are as 


deeply stained with blood and vice as any 
dynasty in Europe. Constantine the Great, 
the political enforcer of Christianity, had his 
wife and illegitimate son murdered on the 
pretext that they had committed incest, and 
attendant upon his crime he brought about 
the deaths of twelve princes of the imperial 
house and one hundred thousand soldiers. 
The pampered existence of Christian Rome 
was based upon the labours of millions of 
slaves: the men of alien race and their 
descendants who raised the corn, toiled in 
the mines and rowed the galleys. It is 
estimated by Kahrstedt that in the four 
centuries following the establishment of 
Christianity that there were, on average, 
781,000 freemen and 200,000 slaves in the 
city of Rome and that throughout the whole 
of Italy 25 per-cent of the industrial workers 
were slaves. 

The Emperor Titus is given the dubious 
honour of the last great act of enslavement 
when he captured 97,000 Jews in an attempt 
to perpetuate slavery within the Christian 
Empire. Dr. Emil Reich (History of Civilis- 
ation) wrote:— 


“It is an historical fact, supported by the most 
positive of evidence, that slavery in the Roman 
Empire was mitigated by the noble philosophy 
of the Stoics and not by the teachings of the 
Church Fathers, who never thought of recom- 
mending the abolition of slavery.” 


REACTIONARY PERIOD 


The period from 500 AD to 1500 AD, 
when the Church had complete and unre- 
strained powers, was the most sanguine and 
reactionary in the history of Europe. Lecky 
in his History of Human Morals said: — 


“Few persons; | think, who had contemplated 
Christianity as it.existed in the first three cen- 
turies would have imagined it possible that it 
should completely supersede the pagan worship 
around it: that its teachers should bend the 
mightiest monarchs to their will and stamp 
their influence on every page of legislation, and 
direct the whole course of civilisation for a 
thousand years; and yet that the period in which 
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SIR: As a supplement to Ken Usher’s article 
-on crime in the January issue of Spearhead, 
I should like to say that I was born in the 
East End of London — Bethnal Green, to be 
precise — shortly after the end of the Great 
War and lived there for about 35 years. 
Consequently I was an adolescent (the term 
teenager hadn’t been invented then) at the 
time of the Second World War. Being a 
young man, I went to the cinema, concerts 
and dances during the years before and just 
after the War and used to walk back home 
fairly late in the evening — few people had a 
car in those days. The thought of being 
attacked and robbed simply never entered 
my mind chiefly because such things never 
happened then. I cannot remember ever 
hearing of any attacks. 

If I still lived in this part of London and 
was foolhardy enough to walk about in the 
late evening, I wonder how long it would be 
before I was attacked and robbed? Not long, I 
imagine, if present day statistics are any guide. 

H. S. HALL, 
Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk. 


SIR: It is amazing how the attention of man- 
kind is time and again diverted from the 
mainstream of affairs to gaze in the direction 
of the Jews. The latest example is the ‘home- 
coming’ of the Felashas. It is interesting to 
note that in 1904 a gifted Jewish linguist 
named Jacob Faitlovitch obtained permission 
to visit the Felashas of Ethiopia, who then 
numbered around 50,000. He was annoyed 
at the success of the Christian Mission, and 
in 1905 appealed to all Jews to do some- 
thing to oppose the work. 
The Jews of Europe sent Rabbi Nahum 
‘to check the reports of Faitlovitch, who had 
formed pro-Felasha committees to help 
educate Felasha boys in Europe, so that they 
could return and help win the tribe to 
- modern Judaism. 
| In 1908 Rabbi Nahum's published report 
said the Felashas were not Jews by blood; 
they were happier as they were, and many 
had accepted the Gospel. We may well ask 
how many in “Operation Moses” actually 
support Judaism and how many have gone 
simply because anything is preferable to 
conditions in Marxist Ethiopia. 
R. PENNICK, 
Cambridge. 


SIR: I would like to say how interested | 
was in some of Noel A. Hunt’s suggestions in 
his article on repatriation in the October 
issue. I was disappointed that the only 
response was the rather dismissive letter 
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serious 


from Tony Wells as, if it is ever to be put 
into effect, the details of the repatriation 
policy are clearly going to require some very 
consideration indeed. I for one 
would be interested in taking part in a 
working party on repatriation as proposed 
by Mr. Hunt and wonder whether this might 
be a useful first step towards the preparation 
of a policy booklet on the subject? 

P. CHYNOWETH, 


London S.W.6. 


SIR: I read with great interest the further 
letter about Sir Oswald Mosley by your 
correspondent R. S. Rogers. 

With regard to the founding of the 
Union Movement, however, he is seriously 
wrong in his date of 1950. After the war? 
No, sir! The Union Movement evolved from 
the Blackshirts and the B.U.F. and was going 
strong before the war. 

After the war, with everybody out of 
gaol, Sir Oswald’s new policy was to make 
“Europe one nation”. I was at one of the 
inaugural meetings for this new policy and 
although Mosley still retained his oratorial 
powers, the new idea was received without 
enthusiasm and did not make much progress. 

There was a lot of time to think and 
brood in gaol, and I think Mosley had too 
much time to think and so got detached 
from practical realities. 

It is significant that the movement 


steadily declined when he abandoned his 


Britain First policies, and that the National 
Front prospered in the 1970s by again 
putting the interests of this country first. 
It is by Britain First policies that the 
BNP will prosper. a 
EX-18B, 
London S.W.9. 


SIR: In a recent letter to The Daily Telegraph 
Lord Hylton applauds the Israelis for re- 
settling their Ethiopian co-religionists and 
goes on to suggest that countries such as 
ours should similarly “adopt a tribe”. 

Would it not be more to the point if the 
Israelis resettled those Palestine Arabs whose 
land they have usurped and now have the 
effrontery to call “Israel”? 

As it is, I strongly suspect that Operation 


Moses was undertaken for reasons quite- 


different from the purely altruistic motives 
Lord Hylton suggests. I believe that the two 
main reasons for airlifting the Falashas to 
Israel are: firstly, to counter the justifiable 
charge that Judaism is synonymous with 
racism; and secondly, to provide an expend- 
able population which can be used as a 


- convenient buffer between Arabs and Israelis 


in those exposed territories where the Israeli 
Government feels particularly vulnerable. 

Time will tell whether or not my 
suspicions are well founded; but I suggest 
that if the Falashas are herded into remote 
border areas, or if they, like the Sephardic 
Jews, are accorded only second or third class 
citizenship, then the indications will be that 
my prognosis is right. It will be interesting to 
see just how the Falashas will be dealt with 
during the next few months. 

As for Lord Hylton’s suggestion that we 
should “adopt a tribe”, Britain has already 
done far more than her share in accom- 
modating those who are unwilling or unable 
to look after themselves, and with catas- 


trophic consequences. Indeed, as I travel 


around our country it appears to me that we 
have “adopted” every tribe under the sun — 


‘much to the detriment of our own people. 


RONALD G. W. RICKORD, 
_ Northchurch, Herts. 


SIR: I regard M. Dwyer’s antagonistic com- 
ments on Cromwell’s Commonwealth and his 
implied admiration for Charles I as a clear 
case of romance being confused with reality. 
Charles was a monarch with an exalted idea 
of the royal prerogative, totally committed 
to his father’s belief in “the divine right of 
kings”, who illegally taxed his subjects to 
the point of penury, alienated their ancient 
rights, often in the interests of his male 
favourites such as the Duke of Buckingham. 
Queen Henrietta, his wife, urged him to 
“rule like a French king” and to finance this: 
unconstitutional objective he turned to the 
usurers, borrowing £70,000 from the Jew 
Burlamanchi, which was not repaid, and 
£40,000 from the Merchant Adventurers. He 
schemed to sell illegally Crown land to repay 
personal debts of £349,000. He also, in 
1628, attempted to borrow from Dutch 
usurers on the security of the Crown Jewels 
in order to preserve his lavish way of life and 
to support his homosexual friends. He 
wantonly sacrificed the life of his loyal 
friend and adviser, the Earl of Strafford, by 
signing a bill of attainder, having promised 
that no. harm should happen to his person or 
fortune. He even offended Archbishop Laud 
by spending thousands of pounds of national 
revenue on portraits of himself by Rubens 
and Vandyck at a time when the nation was 
languishing in poverty. He then knighted 
these artists — asa reward for those flattering 
works. But perhaps, Mr. Dwyer, Charles Ps 
greatest crime was the hiring of foreign 
mercenaries, with Jewish gold, to fight and 
kill Englishmen on English soil. 

Cromwell did allow the Jews entry into 
England but he also debarred them from the 
right of citizenship. He pacified Ireland 
following the battles of Wexford and 
Drogheda, drove the Dutch from the high 
seas and did not lose any battle-in which he 


«was in command. It is said that Cromwell 


was respected at home and dreaded abroad 
and under his guidance England became the 
greatest and most formidable power in 
Europe. Macaulay judged him “the greatest 
prince that has ever ruled England.” 

I will now replace my halberd in the hall 
and concentrate on the problems of the 
Twentieth Century. 

S. CLAYTON-GARNETT, 
Leeds. 


SIR: Please allow me to remark on Kenneth 
McKilliam’s enquiry into the subversion of 
British education. 

Is it realised that the ‘enemy within’ 
Britain is using the same tactics as those that 
very nearly succeeded in the attempted 
Communist take-over of the Weimar Republic 
in Germany in the 1920s? The present 
destroyers are simply another generation of 
the same satanic internationalists who have 
infiltrated all Christian countries. 

I suggest that the Fabian movement 
may have been subverted through infiltration 
by the same ‘enemy within’ to influence the 
schools and universities in Britain. 

O. G. ALLANSON-WINN 
George, CP, South Africa 
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THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROB- 
- LEM (Prof. W. C. George) £1.00 (22p). 

The race equ ity hoax destroyed by an 
academic expert. 70pp. | 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean 
Raspail) £2.40 (S9p), A sensational 
novel about the destruction of the white 


world by Asian immigrant invasion. © 


1973, 311pp. 
- DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? 


(Richard Harwood) 50p .(13p). The 


fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
Holocaust legends and evoked Zionist 
frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH 
CENTURY (Prof. A. R. Butz) £2.40 
(59p). A scientist applies clinical methods 
to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ 
and completely dissects the myth. 2nd 
ed..19717,.315pp. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) 
£3.95 (34p). Discusses the failure of our 
. debt-based financial system and describes 
its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A. K. 
Chesterton) Hardback £3.00 (52p).. 
Paperback (limited supply) £1.50 (46p). 
An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global 
police state. 1972, 255pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDU- 
CATION. 30p (13p). A reply to the 
notorious NUT racemixing booklet, 
packed with facts and cogent argument. 
1979, 20pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H. B. Isher- 
wood) 30p (13p). Shows that a sense 
of racial identity is an essential element 
of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CON- 
TROVERSY (H. B. Isherwood) 30p 
(13p). Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity and that 
the reverse is true. 1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Stuart 
Gibb) £7.95 (66p). A witty and factual 
examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening 
our future. 1980, 246pp. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) 
£1.50 (18p). A ‘behind the scenes’ look 
at modern world history. 1977, 45pp. 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY 
(Wilmot Robertson) £7.50 (£1.72p). 


This book has attracted world-wide 
attention dealing as it does with racial 


British National Party badges are obtainable | 
for £1.25 (incl. postage) from PO Box 457, 
. London SE20 7QE. Jl 


THE THUNDERBOLT: A hard-hitting 
monthly paper for American and other 
white race patriots. Sample copy for 
90p from PO Box 1211, Marietta, Ga. 
30061, U.S.A. 
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problems in America and not simply the 
black-white situation. 2nd ed. 1981, 
613pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carleton Put- 
nam) £4.00 (40p). A companion volume 


and supplement to Race and reason, 
showing how the truth about the race 


issue- has been suppressed by interested 
parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) 
£1.00 (18p). An examination of some 


of the facts of recent history that have. 


not found their way into textbooks and 
newspapers. 1974, 48pp. z 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION Il (Alfred 
M. Lilienthal) £13.00 (£1.72p). The 
second edition of a sensational exposure 
of Zionist power politics. 1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. 
Kitty Little) 50p (13p).. Text of a 
memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled Jn/fil- 
tration of the Government by members 
of subversive or criminal organizations 
for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organizations. 1979, 24pp. 


A WORLD COUP D'ETAT IS PLANNED 
(Dr. Kitty Little) 50p (13p)., Updates 
the above giving details of the destructive 
effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 
1984, 16pp. 


FDR — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE 
COIN (Hamilton Fish) £5.00'(52p).'An 
exposure of Roosevelt’s war guilt and 
trickery by a former associate. 1976, 
255 pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carleton Put- | 


nam) £4.00 (40p).A plain, unemotional 
account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate 
ever since it was first published. 1961 
(rep. 1977), 125pp: 


STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Pon- 
cins) £3.50 (59p).'A study of some little 
known state documents that throw much 
light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A. H. M. 
Ramsay) £2.50 (34p). An outline of the 
secret history of the events leading up 
to the second world war, including infor- 
mation on previous upheavals. The 
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author had the honour of being im- 


prisoned without trial for four years 


during the war despite his status as a 
member of Parliament. Originally pub- 
lished 1952, 128pp. 


NATURE’S ETERNAL RELIGION 
(Ben Klassen) £6.70 (98p). A contro- 
versial and hard-hitting book outlining 
the author’s ideal of a new religion 
based on the right to survival of the 
white race. The author in presenting his 
ideas in this matter makes it plain who 
represents the threat to white survival. 
1973, SO8pp. 


THE WHITE MAN’S BIBLE (Ben 
Klassen) £6.70 (98p). A companion 
volume to the same author’s Nature’s 
Eternal Religion in which he expounds * 
his concept of creativity as the religion 


of the white race. 1981, 451pp. 


We should perhaps make it plain 
that Ben Klassen is strongly critical of 
the Christian religion and the .many 
devout Christians we are glad to number 
among our customers will find much in 
these books with which to disagree. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS 
(Robert Eringer) £2.50 (34p). While the 


- author repudiates any conspiratorial 


view of world events, he still provides a 


- comprehensive exposure of the organis- 
_ ation and influence of the Bilderberg 


Group and the Trilateral Commission. 
1980, 95pp.. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION 


(Douglas Reed) £9.00 (£1.33p). A best- 
seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since Biblical times, packed 
with little-known and long suppressed 
facts. 1979, 580pp. < 0 


THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED 


(W. Grimstad) £2.50 (66p). Examines 
not only the ‘Holocaust’ but other topics 
involved in the Jewish question including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-Semite’ 
smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR 
CRIMES TRIALS: A NEW LOOK 
(Richard Harwood) 75p .(34p). A 
Scholarly exposure of this cynical 
travesty of justice. 1978, 68pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H. B. Isherwood) 


30p (13p). Shows that a sense of racial 
identity is an essential element of nation- 


hood. 1974, 36pp. | 
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for BNP pens with the slogan “British Nat- 
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Buy 10 pens -- receive 5 FREE - 
Buy 20 pens — receive 10 FREE 
Buy 25 pens — receive 15 FREE 
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Buy 50 pens — receive 25 FREE 
Buy. 100 pens -- receive 50 FREE 
1985 diaries are still available at 50p 
each. For 10 or more diaries the cost is 


` 40p each. ee 


Cheques or postal orders should be mad 
out to Liverpool BNP and sent to PO Box 72, 


Liverpool L69 8AJ. 
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BNP programme for 1985 


A LULL in the programme of major 
activities over the Yuletide and New 
Year period has enabled the British 


National Party leadership to work out: 


and formulate a party strategy and 
activity programme for 1985. At a 
special conference in London on the 
19th January presided over by John 
Tyndall and attended by regional and 
national officers the main points of 
this strategy and activity programme 
were extensively discussed and certain 
vital decisions made. . 


`- The conference fell into three. 


sections: (1) Preparation for the next 
General Election; (2) Major activities 
for 1985; (3) Party propaganda. 


GENERAL ELECTION 


There was careful discussion of the 
matter of what the approach should be 
to the next General Election, taking 
into account media reports that the 
deposits for candidates would be 
raised by Act of Parliament to £1,000 
(a recent report has suggested that this 
may be reduced to £500). In view of 
the much greater financial investment 
required to achieve the dividend of 
two 5-minute election broadcasts on 
TV and radio, the conference con- 


sidered whether, on the basis of past. 


dividends reaped by such broadcasts, 
such a large investment was worthwhile 
and whether financial resources might 
be more profitably channelled into 
other areas of party development. In 


the outcome it was decided that the 


party would set an immediate target of 
approximately 20 seats to fight at the 
General Election and would go flat 
out to fight those seats with a substan- 
tial back-up campaign aimed at 
achieving the best possible votes per 
seat. All electoral resources in the 
coming year would be concentrated 
towards that objective. At the same 


time the party would keep its options 


TIES 


Norwich BNP group has produced 
a smart navy blue polyester necktie 
bearing the BNP roundel, set over 
crossed flying Union Jacks and en- 
cricled by the party name and the 
slogan: “For race and nation” in 


gold lettering. 

The ties cost £4. 60 inclusive of 
postage and packing. Please make 
crossed cheques and POs out to Nor- 
wich British National Party and send 
to: iR. L.H. Heaton, A9 ` Johnson 
Place, Norwich, Norfolk NR2 2SA. 
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open over the question of whether it 
would contest the 30 extra seats 
necessary to win broadcasting time. 
Such a decision would depend on the 

development and growth of the party 
over the next couple of years, and in 
the meantime nothing would be done 
to weaken the party’s quest for the 
best possible campaign and results in 
the 20 or so initially selected seats. In 
fact provision was made for the con- 
testing of 23 seats in the following 
areas: London (9), Plymouth, Leicester, 
Birmingham, Bradford, Leeds, Liver- 
pool, Tyneside, Glasgow, Hull, Man- 
chestet, Gloucester, East Kent and 
Stoke. Preparation to fight these seats, 

including the selection of candidates, 
would begin very soon. 


‘MAJOR ACTIVITIES 


A programme of major activities 
was drawn up which would represent 
an increase on the activities of 1984. 
At the same time it was decided to 
concentrate effort especially on just 4 
national activities at which a full-scale 
national mobilisation of activists would 
be called for. Other activities would be 
designated as major regional activities 
and would depend for their support 
mainly on activists from the local 
region and neighbouring regions. | 

Those areas chosen for national 
activities were: Liverpool on March 
16th; Leicester on April 27th (St. 
George’s Day activity); Leeds and 
Bradford on June 1st (dual activity on 
earlier and later parts of same day) and 
London on October 12th (the major 
activity of the year). 

Areas singled out for major regional 
activities during the year were: Lon- 
don (3), West Midlands, Stoke, Ply- 
mouth, Bristol, Tyneside, York and 
Glasgow (St. Andrew’s Day activity). 

It was agreed by all at the confer- 
ence that much more must be done. 
this year to promote and advertise 
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these activities with a view to attracting 
greater numbers from the general 
public to them and to enabling them 
to make national news. The activities 
would probably in all cases take the 
form of public meetings, mostly indoor 
but possibly some outdoor. 


PROPAGANDA 


In the discussion given to propa- 
ganda it was generally agreed that the 
party must increase its output of 
printed publicity. material in 1985 but 
there was careful examination of the 
question of which channels should 


` receive the greatest priority. One 


important consideration was the small 
enquiry rate from standard door-to- 
door leafletting by comparison with 
the 1970s and probably due to a much 
greater volume of well printed com- 
mercial advertising material now being 
posted into people’s homes. It was 
agreed to induce local branches to 
be more on their toes to take up local 
issues and to produce their own local 
leaflets in pursuit of these issues. Also 
it was agreed that there would be more 
emphasis on stickers and posters, 
which were still getting good returns in 
the way of enquiries. John Tyndall put 
to the meeting that the problem at 
the moment was one of having the 
people available to share in the task of 
producing this larger output of printed 
publicity material. It was agreed to do 
more to roat out and mobilise all the 
talents exfSting in the party to this 
objective. 

The conference was unanimous in 
agreeing that unity among Nationalists 
in Britain sheuld be BNP policy in 
1985 as in past years but that the 
leadership of the BNP had done all 
that could presently be done in the 
way of initiative to this end and that it 
was up to the leaders of other factions 
to show a less sectarian attitude on the 
matter before any further progress to 
unity could be made. 


EAST ANGLIA 


EAST ANGLIA has recently become an area 


of greatly increased activity by the British 
National Party, with fast developing groups 
in Ipswich and Norwich. The main activ- 
ators have been local Organisers Malvern 
Tipping and Liam Kernaghan, the latter 
recruited, like many others, through the 
party’s General Election Broadcast in 1983. 

. Now the object is to spread operations 
to the outer part of Essex, and to this pur- 
pose there was recently a highly successful 


paper sale held in Colchester, supported by: 


London activists. The East Anglian ae is a 


highly promising unit. 


T-SHIRTS 


B.N.P. T-shirts are now available from 
Glasgow Branch. The shirts are attrac- 
tively designed featuring a white man, 
woman and child and with a Union 
Jack flag in the background and the 
words “British National Party fights 
for race & nation against Communism.” 
The T-shirts cost £4 plus 29p postage 
and can be obtained from Glasgow. 
BNP, PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL. 


Calling overseas readers [MITA RT ANECA 


We draw the attention of all overseas | THE NATIONALFRONT recently announced 
readers to the fact that our bankers are now {that they were embarking on a drive to 
charging a commission of £5 on all foreign [rally support in the South West of England. 
cheques negotiated through them. This is | To this purpose all people recorded as hav- 
an increase of £2 over the previous rate. ing been party members right back to the 

It means that all subseriptions or don- {1970s were invited to a meeting in Ply- 
ations sent to us by cheque in foreign curr- | mouth to be addressed by party Chairman’ 
ency must have £5 added to the sum inten- ¡lan Anderson. + 
ded. Depending on what country you are On the day eight people eventually 
sending the money from, you may be able [turned up to hear Mr. Anderson of which no 
to remit to us more cheaply by means of jless than six were British National Party 
international money order. We suggest that {members who had come along to tell him 
you enquire at your local bank as to the [not to waste his time, as the South West 
rate for conversion into Sterling. was solidly behind the BNP. 

We apologise for this imposition, which Whether the NF will be able to make a 
we think represents quite a scandalous rip [South West ‘Region’ out of the other-two 
off for the bankers. present is not yet known. 


A new range of leaflets has been produced of British jobs are being destroyed by 
by the Publicity Department of the British the international free-trade policies of 
National Party and is now available for sale. successive governments. A brief, concise 
The leaflets are the first of a new series, and argument for economic Nationalism. 


there will be more to come later in the year. VIOLENT CRIME IN BRITAIN — THE 
The leaflets are in red, white and blue HORRIFYING TRUTH. Deals with 


UNEMPLOYMENT POSTER 


LIVERPOOL B.N.P. have produced a very 
effective wall poster ón the theme of unem- 
ployment. The 'poster is in red, white and 
blue and we reproduce a picture of it here. It 
is just the size to put up in large quantities. 
The price is 8p each for quantities up to 49, 
7p for 50-99 and 6p for 100 or over. Cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to British 
National Party — Liverpool Branch and sent 
to: P.O. Box 72, Liverpool L69 8AJ. 
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and are as follows:— 


(1) FED UP WITH THE PARTY POLITI- 


CIANS? Reprint of-a popular old 
Nationalist leaflet, brought up to date. 
Deals with BNP policies on the main 
national issues. 


IF ONLY WE WERE BLACK .. . Leaflet 
produced by the Young Nationalists, the 
BNP youth division, and aimed primarily 
at Britain’s young people. Contrasts the 
way young Whites have been left on the 
scrapheap with the specially favoured 


(2) 


(5) 


(6) 


muggings, rape and other violent attacks 
on defenceless people, giving examples 
of specific cases. Calls for much tougher 
treatment of violent criminals by the law. 


ARE YOU CONCERNED ABOUT 
SCOTLAND’S FUTURE? Leaflet speci- 
ally produced for distribution in Scot-' 
land. Outlines BNP policy on main issues ' 
of interest to Scots. 

BRADFORD’S FUTURE: PART OF» 
YORKSHIRE OR PART OF ASIA? 
Special leaflet for distribution in the 


racially troubled Bradford area. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per thousand, 
with postage costs at £2.10 per thousand; 
£2.65 for 2,000 and £3.10 for 3,000. Orders 
with cash should be sent to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. 


treatment given to Britain’s coloured 
racial minorities. 


HAVE YOU BEEN THROWN ON THE 
SCRAPHEAP BY FOREIGN IMPORTS? 
This leaflet deals with unemployment 
and explains in simple terms how millions 
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British | 

Nationalist 
You can obtain single copies of British 
Nationalist by pz ‘ing a subscription of £3.40 
for 12 issues (for subscribers in the British 
Isles). For subscribers overseas the rate is 
£4.00 for 12 issues (surface mail). 


If you wish to obtain British Nationalist 
in bulk for redistribution, the rates are: — 


10 copies £1.20 + 34p post 
25 copies £2.70 + 98p post 
50 copies £4.80 + £1.72 post 
100 copies £8.40 + £2.10 post 
150 copies £12.00 + £2.30 post 
200 copies £15.00 + £2.50 post 
300. copies £21.00 + £2.65 post 
400 copies £26.40 +: £2.95 post 
500 copies £32.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £62.00 ) by roadline 


All cheques or postal orders should be 
made out to British Nationalist, PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. Please keep orders and 
enquiries for British Nationalist totally ' 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. 
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Page nineteen- 


A PHILOSOPHY OF 
NATIONALISM 


- (Contd. from page 14) 


they were so supreme should have been one of 
the most contemptible in history.” 

It is significant that during this period 
of European history most of the efforts to 
~ gave Europe from barbarism or, indeed, to 
restore it to civilisation were made by the 
Teutons and impeded by the Church. Four 
attempts were made during the Dark Ages to 
restore civilisation. In the first half of the 
sixth century Theodoric the Goth and his 
daughter Amalasuntha made noble efforts to 
salvage the remnants of their culture from 
the rapacity of the Greeks and the Papacy. 
The memory of their resistance is perpetuated 


in the fine monuments of Ravenna. In the 


eighth century the Lombards from the north 
settled in the area which the Goths had 
civilised and again made it the most advanced 
part of Europe. Charlemagne and the Franks 


were employed by the Papacy to destroy the. 


Lombardian civilisation. However, stimulated 
by the Lombard culture Charlemagne 
attempted its restoration; but he was frus- 
trated in his intention by his clergy, in 
alliance with an hostile Papacy. The fourth 
attempt at the restoration of Teutonic civilis- 
ation was made by the German Emperor 
Otto | in the tenth century. It is significant 
that this attempt coincided with the hundred 
years of appalling degradation at Rome 
which some Catholic historians call “The 
Rule of the Whores.” 
Father Joseph McCabe 

Record of Christianity) wrote: — 


“Instead. of Rome assisting the revival, it was 
so sodden with vice and ignorance that the 
German Emperors had to chasten it with the 
flat of the sword, which took many decades, 


(The Social 


and it was the Teutonic Popes like Hildebrand | 


who reformed it.” 


It might be objected that all this is 
distant and past history but McCabe con- 
tinues by commenting upon the Church in 
the years preceding the Second World War. 
His comments seem to have a familiar ring: — 


“¿And even now the Churches have no definite 
and consistent message. The nearest approach is 
the condemnation of all war. But will the 
Churches join the conscientious objectors: if a 
defensive war is forced upon us? One does not, 
happily, see them asking us to relax our arms 
while all the world continues armed. In other 
words, they will behave in each country as they 
did in 1914. One would say that moral principle 
was more plainly needed in the discussion on 
the distribution of wealth, for we all loathe war 
and would like to see how we can get rid of it. 
But is there a single Church that dare talk more 
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than vague platitude about it? The Pope co- 


operates with Socialism in Belgium and even 
wanted at first, if his terms were granted, to co- 
operate with the Soviet authorities and also to 
co-operate with Mussolini. He openly comes to 
terms with the Spanish ‘Republic, and secretly 
encourages Gil Robles to attempt to strangle it. 
A priest in Detroit thunders against the banks 
and capitalists and in New York the Church is 
their friend. Are the Protestant Churches 
different? They inculcate justice; and they then 
leave it to the individual to say what precisely 
is just.” 


It is evident that the institutionalised 
Church has debased the teachings of Christ 
and proceeded from corrupt authoritarianism 
to ambivalent platitudinism. “By their fruits 
ye shall know them.” ' 


BLOODY RED RECORD 


One could now turn to the demerits of 
institutionalised Communism, with its history 
of pogroms, purges, fratricidal murders, 
economic ineptitude and debilitating con- 
formism — or even to the sibling, revolution- 
ary organisations of chronic psychopaths 
and fettered morons which it has sired; 
however the story is too familiar to recount. 
The alternative could be Judaism, with its 
cult of the Semitic “Herrenvolk” allied to 
the arrogant belief that the Jews are God's 
chosen people. These doctrines are made 
explicit by their morbid belief in holocausts 
and their desire to inflict these upon their 
Arab neighbours whose land they have pur- 
loined by force and autobiographical 
scriptural justification. Tribute could be paid 
to their foresight in fostering their religious 
writings upon the Gentiles in the distant past 
in order to reinforce their racial claims and 
parasitic financial domination in the future. 
They have emphasised their much-practised 
skill at abduction by importing. the pathetic 
Falashas from Ethiopia to thrust them into 
the front line of the Arab-Israeli conflict or 
to exploit them in their urban sweat shops. 
The Falashas, indeed, “went like lambs to 
the slaughter and sheep before their shearers” 
and one wonders what fate is in store for 
these alleged Jews with their pronounced 
African racial characteristics. |- quote a 
report from The Sunday Telegraph, January 
6th 1985:— 


“Stories are already circulating about Falashas 
working in factories demanding to be paid in 
chickens and paying for groceries with bank- 
notes and a dozen cakes. 

What sort of Jews are they that don't know 
the value of money? asked one shopkeeper.” 


In searching for second class citizens 
and cannon fodder could the ubiquitous Jew 
have fallen into his own multi-racial, multi- 
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cultural cauldron? 

| have sought to show in my comparative 
examination of the history of some world 
movements that the practitioners of philo- 
sophies often diverge from the substance of 
that philosophy and whilst discrediting 
themselves do not detract from the validity 
of the philosophy. The uniqueness of Christ 
and his teachings are unaffected by the 
depravity of the historical Church or the 
procrastinations of the modern Church. The 
Original revolutionary concepts of Marx and 
Engels cannot be assessed by the performance 
of the reactionary, institutionalised and 
ossified Establishment-Communism existing 
in the Soviet Union. The Jews alone can be 
judged because they respond consistently 
to their nature. 


UNJUST JUDGEMENT 


National Socialism has been judged by 
its opponents in circumstances which violate 
all principles of legality and natural justice. 
The Nuremberg Trial was a violation of 
intelligence and a stain upon the human 
conscience and it should be seen as having 
no significance other than as a jamboree for 
slanderers, sycophants and perjurors. It was, | 
however, the practitioners of National 
Socialism who were judged .by this legal 
perversion, not the philosophy of National 
Socialism. These practitioners had regained a 
nation’s honour, restored its dignity, solved: 
a six-million unemployment problem, insti- 
tuted a comprehensive system of medicare 
and social welfare, replaced corruption with 
culture, created law and order from Jewish- 
Communist chaos and created a classless, | 
united Volk society. If National Socialist 
philosophy can create .in men such selfless 
dynamism, should this philosophy have 
something to offer British Nationalism? 
Inside my head personalities press for existence, 

All through me projecting to the outer world, 


Each demanding and expressing through my psyche, 
The lover, the iconoclast and the compunded me. 


The debates vitriolic and persuasive, the judgements 
fierce, | ‘ 

All forms are mellowed in justification, but 
conscience disturbs, 

i am the centre, all things happen around and 
because of me, 

Others contribute to my, existence, but | am the 
true reality. 


Others are deceived but not the entities in my mind, 

They point, approve, condemn and touch the 
sensitive parts, 

Which is me? | am the aggregate of dynastic genes 
and racial experience, 

They are the past, | am their present and their 
future. 
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